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ALNICK GRIFFIN: BNP leader and 
convicted for racist material 


and street thugs to its ranks. It also has 
close links with the Loyalist terrorist 
group, the Ulster Defence Association, 
especially in the West Midlands and 
London. In 1998 the English UDA leader, 
Frank Portinari, was guest speaker at the 
NF annual rally. Terry Blackham, the 
party's National Organiser, was convicted 
for four years in 1994 after trying to 
smuggle guns and a grenade launcher 
into Belfast. 

While the NF has attracted some of the 
more violent elements of the British right, 
the party as a whole is less ideological 
than the BNP. Its propoganda is usually 
confined to crass racism rather than out- 
bursts against Jewish control. 

However, in 1999, life-long nazi, Eddie 
_ Morrison, became its leader and his pres- 
ence increased the national socialism on 
its website and bulletins. This did not find 
favour with the London activists, cen- 
~ tered around Blackham, and has recently 
_ has been forced to resign his position. 
- Blackham wants the NF to concentrate 
on opposing asylum seekers and support 
for the Loyalists. 

Another leading member of the NF is 
Stuart Hollingsdale, who, in 1998, was 
‘sent to prison for smashing up the 
_ Stephen Lawrence memorial plaque. 
The main areas of operation for the NF 
are Kent, South East London, Surrey, 
Leicestershire and Nottinghamshire, 
West Yorkshire and the Black Country 
region of the West Midlands. 


A PAUL GOLDING BNP youth organiser 
and editor of party paper 
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A SCOTT MCLEAN Scotland and 
North of England organiser 








4 NORMAN TOMKINSON West 
Midlands organiser of the NF 
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International 
Third Position 


Despite having fewer than 100 activists, 
the ITP is one of the most active groups 
in Britain. Combining Catholic funda- 
mentalism and Italian fa: n, the ITP's 
operations are heavily financed by the 
convicted Italian terrorist Roberto Fiore. 
The ITP is aggressivly homophobic and 
one of the few truly international fascist 
organisations in existance, with strong 
support in Eastern Europe. 








Combat 18 


The most violent group on the British 
nazi right. Formed in 1992, its support 
has declined from a high of 500 followers 
in 1995 to little more than 50 today. In 
1997 three of its supporters were impris- 
oned for sending letter bombs to 
London. In recent years it has formed 
close ties with the Loyalist Volunteer 
Force and elements of the Ulster Defence 
Association. 

Most of its present activities centre 
around attacking Irish demonstrations in 
London and holding skinhead music 
concerts. 


Blood Ne HPonour 
Blood & Honour 


The umbrella organisation that brings 
together nazi bands and their skinhead 
followers. Normally attracts between 200 
and 350 supporters to gigs, held mainly 
in the East Midlands, though a concert in 
September 2000 drew in over 500 people. 
Altogether there are 13 nazi bands within 
Blood and Honour, with support mainly 
from South and West London, East 
Midlands, and South Wales. 

Blood and Honour produces a magazine 
by the same name. 


To find out about Britain’s nazis, 
contact Searchlight on 020 7681 8660 








The international anti-fascist monthly 


Editorial 


Thatcher’s heirs 

Last month saw the tenth anniversary of the demise of 
Margaret Thatcher. The right-wing press remembered 
her with fondness while the centre-left press mockingly 
reminisced about the day she resigned. Whatever one’s 
emotions about her departure, she has, to all intents and 
purposes, been confined to the dusty cupboard of his- 
tory, remembered fondly only by those on the 
Conservative right. She presided over a decade of indus- 
trial decline, squandered billions from North Sea oil rev- 
enues and privatisation receipts in tax cuts and 
destroyed the trade union movement. Internationally 
she enthusiastically took up Ronald Reagan's anti-com- 
munist crusade, supporting basically any group that 
was not “red”. In this she was supported by a generation 
of young activists centred on the Federation of 


| Conservative Students. Young, brash and totally dismis- 


sive of political tradition, they paraded around National 
Union of Students’ conferences in their Hang Nelson 
Mandela T-shirts and posed with guns with right-wing 
terrorists. 

Now Maggie’s Militant Tendency have come of age, 
playing an increasingly influential role in Britain and 
abroad. While the youthful stunts of the FCS may have 
been discarded, much of the right-wing libertarian pol- 


_ itics has not. At home they have become the organisers 
| of the anti-EU campaigns, while abroad they have acted 


as advisers to privatisation schemes in Eastern Europe. 
Douglas Smith, one of the Democracy Movement’s 
organisers exposed in this issue, is part of this genera- 
tion. Talking about the abolition of the Federation of 
Conservative Students, Smith said at the time: “it was a 
highly educative experience: we were drunk on ideology 
and thought we could stick two fingers up and carry on 
regardless. Those of us who had the highest profile can 
forget our careers within the formal structures for 20 


| years. But we shall remain active, maintaining our con- 


tacts with the many who have avoided being demonised 
by the Central Office hierarchy. Those who loathe us will 
fade away, but those who agree with us will inherit the 
Conservative Party.” 

The publication of the list of Conservative prospective 
parliamentary candidates for the next general election 
reveals the biggest shift to the right in living memory. 
Many of these people, a combination of libertarians and 
authoritarians, are former FCS activists. While Thatcher 
has gone, her heirs are ready and willing to take her 
place. 
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They purport to be the defenders of our democracy, protectors of the British tradition 
in the face of tyrannical misrule from the European superstate, but scratch the surface 
of the Democracy Movement and one finds right-wing libertarians. 

In the name of freedom they have rubbed shoulders with the apartheid regime in 
South Africa, courted terrorist leaders in Central America and southern Africa, and 
joined forces with the ultra-rightists in the US who were involved in the Iran-Contra 
scandal. Once shunned by the Conservative Party, today, Russell Walters, Marc-Henri 
Glendening and Douglas Smith lead the campaign to save the British pound. As 
always, this is merely another element of their wider political agenda of economic lib- 
eralism. Nick Lowles and Steve Silver unmask the shadowy men behind the anti-single 
currency pressure group, the Democracy Movement. 


Sound as a pound? 
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HE 1980s have always seemed a fun time to be 
a right-wing Conservative. With Thatcher and 
Reagan at the helm, the State was peeled back, 
unless you were a trade unionist that is, and 
the evil empire was confronted in every corner 
of the globe whatever the cost. There was no hiding 
place for the left. Even in the normally politically cor- 
rect bastions of student politics the Conservative right, 
in the form of the libertarian wing of the Federation of 
Conservative Students, was on the offensive. Rude, 
brash and confrontational, these Conservatives were 
no upholder of tradition, etiquette or political sensibil- 
ities. They mocked the student left, parading at a suc- 
cession of student conferences in their “Hang Nelson 
Mandela’, “Rambo” and “Blue Trot” T-shirts and some- 
times quite intentionally inciting fights in order to dis- 
rupt proceedings. 

But while their stunts and provocative views grabbed 
headlines, creating a not inconsiderable amount of 
amusement among supporters and foes alike, the liber- 
tarian wing of the FCS spawned a generation of political 
activists who are increasingly playing a prominent role 
in conservative politics. Nowhere is their influence 
more felt than in the anti-EU organisation, the 
Democracy Movement. Its Executive Director, Russell 
Walters, its Campaigns Director, Marc-Henri 
Glendening, and one of its other key workers, Douglas 
Smith, were all important figures in the libertarian 
takeover of the FCS. Their libertarianism has led them 
to the anti-EU movement, alongside Marc Gordon, who 
worked with Glendening and Smith in the Referendum 
Party. 

The capture of the FCS by the libertarian right began 
in 1980 with the election of Peter Young as its chairman. 
He was succeeded by Tim Linacre and then, in 1982, by 
Brian Monteith. But it was not until 1984, with the elec- 
tion of Glendening, that the libertarian wing of the FCS 
gained dominance over the “sound” faction, which rep- 
resented the more traditional authoritarian right. 

Glendening’s election represented the pinnacle of lib- 
ertarian power in the FCS. Described as the “most out- 
spoken and radical libertarian leader the organisation 
had ever seen”, Glendening was certainly one of its most 
controversial personalities. Interviewed in the National 
Student, he said: “I believe in the de-criminalisation of 
heroin, and all drugs in actual fact. I believe that the 
individual should be responsible for what they do to 
themselves... I would also be in favour of the legalisa- 
tion of prostitution and the removal of all licensing laws 
and controls on the sale of alcohol for the same rea- 
sons.” In 1985 he was quoted as saying, “it is the right of 
any man to discriminate against blacks if he so wishes’. 

Although he was succeeded as FCS chairman by Mark 
McGregor, a former chairman of the Scottish FCS and 
representative of the “sound” faction, the libertarian 
influence did not end. As part of the right’s electoral 
pact to retain control of the FCS, two libertarians, David 
Hoile and Smith, became McGregor's deputies. Hoile, a 
postgraduate at Warwick University with Glendening, 
was a former Rhodesian commando, while Smith had 
previously worked for the Adam Smith Institute, a 
prominent free-market think-tank. 

Smith immediately attracted the loathing of the stu- 
dent left after he distributed a questionnaire to FCS 
activists entitled: “Subversives at your college”. The 
accompanying letter said it was “absolutely essential” 
that this information was collected on left-wing stu- 
dents. In the same year he annoyed the Conservative 
establishment by successfully proposing at an FCS con- 
ference a motion to sack the former Prime Minister, 
Edward Heath, as the FCS life president because of his 
moderate views. 

The FCS were enthusiastic supporters of Ronald 
Reagan’s anti-communist crusades. In 1985 FCS 
activists launched the British Section of the 
International Society for Human Rights (ISHR), high- 





lighting communist and other left-wing repression 
around the world. Run by FCS libertarian Karen 
Cooksley and Adrian Lee, it quickly attracted the sup- 
port of several right-wing Tory MPs and Lords. 

While the ISHR relayed information through its 
bimonthly newsletter, Hoile was taking the anti- 
Communist struggle behind enemy lines. In June 1985 
he visited the Contra guerrillas in Nicaragua as part of a 
pro-Contra fundraising drive by the National Center for 
Public Policy Research, a right-wing group linked to the 
Heritage Foundation, arguably the most important 
anti-communist organisation in the US under Reagan. 

The following month Hoile set up the Committee for 
a Free Nicaragua (CFN) with Gordon, another FCS 
chairman from the West Midlands. Gordon was to gain 
an unenviable reputation at Birmingham University as 
a right-wing bully. He was accused of smashing up an 
anti-apartheid stall, forming the Birmingham 
University Anti-Queer Society and telling a Jewish stu- 
dent that he had given the pro-Khomeini Iranian stu- 
dents his name and address. One CFN conference in 
London was addressed by Contra leader Arturo Cruz. 
Also in 1985 Hoile published Nicaragua for Beginners, a 
pro-Contra booklet. 

By 1986 the FCS was causing concern at Conservative 
Central Office (CCO), which was increasingly worried 
that its stunts and activities were going to damage the 
party’s image in the run-up to the next general election. 
The final straw came when New Agenda, an FCS liber- 
tarian magazine edited by Harry Phibbs, ran an article 
accusing the former Prime Minister, Lord Stockton, of 
being a “war criminal” over his role in deporting 40,000 
Cossacks to the Soviet Union. Despite CCO pressure 
Phibbs was unrepentant and refused to destroy the 
remaining issues. “The KGB tried to get me to sign 
papers confessing I was a spy after my attempts to get 
leaflets into Russia,” Phibbs said. “If I did not give in to 
the KGB I am not giving in to Central Office.” Three 
months later the FCS folded after CCO transferred 
financial support to the Conservative Collegiate Forum. 

But Glendening, Smith, Gordon and Walters had 
already moved on. Walters had never held high office in 
the FCS but was nevertheless a strong libertarian. Like 
Glendening he contributed to the Libertarian Alliance 
video on “the influence of libertarianism within the 
Conservative Party”. 

In 1987 Walters became the director of the Centre of 
the Atlantic and European Education in Economics, a 
right-wing libertarian think-tank with close links to the 
Heritage Foundation. In the same year he was paid 
$5,000 (£3,400) to finance European involvement in a 
free market youth conference in Jamaica, which he 
attended in the company of Young. Its organisers were 
closely linked to the Iran-Contra scandal run by Colonel 
Oliver North. 

Glendening, meanwhile, was becoming increasingly 
active at home. In 1986 he stood as a Conservative can- 
didate for the Inner London Education Authority, as 
well as becoming the Research Director of the Centre 
for Foreign Policy Studies (UN), a British section of the 
US right-wing lobby group. He also organised a one-day 
conference entitled: “Conservatism and the Future’, at 
which the speakers included The Rt Hon Peter Walker 
MP Andrew Rowe MP and an assortment of libertarians. 


Anyone but the communists 

Encouraged by their experience with the CFN, Hoile 
and Gordon started to broaden their international 
operations. In August 1987 they launched the UK sec- 
tion of the International Freedom Foundation (IFF), the 
stated aims of which were “promoting the development 
of free and open societies based on the principles of the 
free market system... advancing the cause of freedom 
fighters who struggle for liberty and democracy”. 
Among the freedom fighters they supported were the 
Contras in Nicaragua, UNITA in Angola, RENAMO in 
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Mozambique and the Mujahideen in Afghanistan. Also 
involved in the IFF (UK) was Glendening. 

However, special emphasis was placed on South 
Africa. While they continually claimed not to support 
apartheid, taking the libertarian line that the system was 
“racial socialism’, they viewed its African National 
Congress opponents as worse. Portraying the ANC as 
under the control of the Communist Party, the IFF 
repeatedly claimed that it would impose a Marxist state if 
it ever gained power. 

The IFF (UK) produced a series of texts on Southern 
Africa, including Understanding Sanctions by Hoile, who 
in the introduction wrote that the book “is the result of a 
number of years’ interest in the South Africa sanctions 
debate, including two as a parliamentary researcher at 
Westminster”. What he failed to mention was that this 
research work had been for John Carlisle, the pro-South 
African Tory MP for Luton North. 

The book’s foreword was written by Jack Abramoff, the 
international chairman of the IFE In the early 1980s 
Abramoff went to South Africa as chairman of the College 





Republican National Committee and formed a relation- 
ship with the National Student Federation (NSF), later 
exposed as a South African military intelligence front. 
The leader of the NSF was Russell Crystal, who later 
emerged as the Executive Director of IFF (SA). 

Abramoff reflected the anti-communist campaign 
supported by the libertarians. In 1984 he became chair- 
man of the United Students of America, a group linked to 
the Heritage Foundation and funded by the Adolph 
Coors Foundation. Joseph Coors was a principle backer 
to Oliver North’s Contragate operations. The IFF and 
Abramoff later became involved in the World Anti- 
Communist League, an unpleasant cocktail of nazi col- 
laborators, death squad leaders and antisemites. 

One black organisation that the IFF supported was 
the Inkatha Freedom Party (IFP) led by Chief Buthelezi, 
who was liked for his moderate views, opposition to 
communism and economic liberalism. In 1991 
Buthelezi was the guest speaker at an IFF fringe meet- 
ing at the Conservative Party conference. Around the 
same time Smith had visited South Africa and met the 
KwaZulu leader. 


Working for apartheid 

The IFF claimed to be “supported by voluntary dona- 
tions” and “accepts no government funds and maintains 
its total independence from government entities”. This 
was a blatant lie. The IFF was a South African military 
intelligence operation designed to smear opponents of 
the apartheid regime. Codenamed “Pacman’, the IFF had 
as its objectives, according to the Kahn Commission that 
investigated South Africa's secret intelligence operations, 
“the combating of sanctions and support to constitu- 
tional initiatives through publications, lobbying, confer- 


November 2000 6 


ences etc. It specifically supported Mr Jonas Savimbi and 
UNITA.” In the year 1991/92, the last to be funded by 
South African military intelligence, the IFF received 10 
million Rand (£900,000) of secret service money. 

According to the former South African spy Craig 
Williamson, the IFF grew out of a meeting in 1985 at 
Jamba, the headquarters of UNITA, attended by right- 
wing Americans, Nicaraguan Contras, Afghanistani 
Mujahideen and South African security police. He said 
that it played on the anti-communist sentiments of 
Reagan and Thatcher. “We couldn't convince Americans 
that apartheid was right,” he explained. “The only chance 
of manipulating things to survive just a little bit longer 
was to paint the ANC as a project of the international 
department of the Soviet Communist Party.” 

The withdrawal of South African funding in 1991 did 
not put an end to IFF activities worldwide. Following the 
collapse of the Berlin Wall in 1989 and upheavals within 
the Soviet Union, the group had already been refocusing 
on Eastern Europe for some time. In the summer of 1991 
the European Freedom Review, the quarterly IFF journal, 


ONE EURO = 
" ONE EUROSTATE 


AND 


NO DEMOCRACY 





was renamed Laissez-faire to “provide unique coverage of 
European affairs in an age of upheaval from a classic lib- 
eral, free-market perspective.” Its first issue explained 
that “one of Laissez-faire’s principle objectives will be to 
extend the ‘hands off’ approach to governmental eco- 
nomic policy to political and social issues.” 

To coincide with this increasing emphasis on Eastern 
Europe, the IFF began producing Opportunity Briefing, 
which gave readers news and background on Eastern 
European economies with particular interest in privati- 
sation schemes. The publisher of both journals was 
Gordon. 

The IFF in the US was also changing direction and by 
1991 it too was producing a magazine focusing on the 
former Soviet Union. Perspectives was described as “a 
guide to Economic Reform and Business Opportunities 
in the Republics of the Former Soviet Union”. Its editor 
was J. Michael Waller, the former editor of Freedom 
Fighter in Central America and Hoile’s travelling com- 
panion on his trip to the Contra camps in 1985. 

Unsurprisingly, Eastern Europe proved profitable for 
many on the libertarian right with strong laissez-faire 





politics. The IFF brought Lithuania’s President Vytautas 
Landsbergis to a fringe meeting at Conservative Party 
conference in Bournemouth in 1990, while the 
Ukzainian President, Leonid Kravchuk, addressed an IFF 
event in the United States. The IFF also organised several 
conferences in Western and Eastern Europe on free-mar- 
ket economics with one in Prague resulting in consul- 
tancy work for the post-communist government. 


At the Hart of the right 

While Gordon, Hoile and Glendening all became 
immersed in the IFK Smith spent more time in domestic 
politics. By 1987 he had become Executive Director of 
the Committee for a Free Britain (CFB), a right-wing 
lobby group headed by David Hart. The CFB gained 
notoriety during the miners’ strike when it funded the 
breakaway Union of Democratic Mineworkers. During 
the 1997 general election, when Smith was its director, 
the CFB spent £210,000 on a series of virulent anti- 
Labour advertisements in the national newspapers, one 


NELSON MANDELA 
AND ALL ANC TERRORISTS: 
THEY ARE BUTCHERS 





quoting a miner who scabbed during the strike, another 
depicting a mother campaigning against positive images 
of homosexuality being taught in Haringey schools. 

Shortly after Thatcher's election victory the CFB pro- 
duced a right-wing libertarian manifesto for the 
Conservatives’ third term. Titled “Setting the Individual 
Free” it included the privatisation of all schools, the abo- 
lition of the NHS in favour of a national insurance 
scheme and a flat-rate income tax. 

Smith used his position within the CFB, and consider- 
able financial backing, to organise the right-wing liber- 
tarian takeover of the Young Conservatives (YC), which it 
managed to achieve with the election of Andrew Tinney 
as the YC’s chairman in 1990. However, this was not 
without a cost, as both Smith and Glendening were 
banned from YC conferences because of their political 
shenanigans. 

But it was Smith’s activities away from politics that 
really got him into trouble. It seems that in 1990 Smith 
launched a vindictive campaign of harassment against 
the new boyfriend of his former girlfriend. After being hit 
in the face by an anonymous man, the boyfriend awoke 






ertarianism 

AL SUPPORTERS of the free market, 

ative libertarians draw on the ideas and 
traditions of economists such as Milton Friedman, 
Friedrich von Hayek and Ludwig von Mises. They are 
opposed to the post-Second World War political 
consensus in Western Europe and elsewhere, which 
was based on the Keynesian notion that the 
government bears at least some responsibility for 
most areas of eccnomic policy. Libertarians believe 
that government intervention in the economy 
should be restricted to control of the money supply 
(the strategy commonly known as monetarism). All 
institutions that seek to interfere with the market 
and affect its “freedom” to operate — most notably 
governments and trade unions - must be curbed. 

Conservative libertarians believe that individuals 
have the right to engage in any activities they wish 
as long as they do not cause any harm to others. 
This has led them to argue for the legalisation of 
hard drugs, such as heroin, and prostitution. 
Libertarians also believe that the individual has the 
right to be racist, as long as by being so he does 
not interfere with the liberty of another individual. 

The conservative libertarian philosophy, and its 
opposition to all forms of collectivism, is at odds 
with basic democratic values. Internationally 
minded, followers of the ideology supported right- 
wing dictators in Latin America — and their death 
squads - on the grounds that they were holding 
back a greater evil: communism. They had a close 
relationship with the authoritarian apartheid 
government in South Africa, which would at first 
seem at odds with their own ideology. Again though, 
this was on the grounds that the opposition African 
National Congress was Marxist and would introduce 
a one-party state. Of course, when the ANC did 
come to power the libertarians were proven wrong, 
though they have had little to say about it. 

Libertarians believe that the role of the state 
should be as minimal as humanly possible, its only 
legitimate intervention being to enforce an 
individual’s rights. They differ from more traditional 
conservatives in that they argue that there are no 
objectively correct moral codes, only competing 
subjectively derived ones. Conservative libertarians 
do not believe in social justice and are opposed to 
the welfare state, which they see as a form of 
national robbery. 

For libertarians the concepts of left and right 
have no political currency. Fascism and Marxism 
are seen as closely related, rather than at opposite 
ends of a political spectrum, because both 
ideologies believe in a high level of state 
intervention. 

Libertarians played a key role in the influential 
Federation of Conservative Students in the 1980s. 
Much of what they believe in: freeing the market, 
disarming the trade union movement and 
dismantling the welfare state, became 
Conservative government policy in the 1980s. By 
the time a Labour government was elected in 1997 
libertarianism had achieved the ultimate goal of all 
ideologies: key planks of this brand of 
nservatism were deemed “common sense” so 
ave not been opposed. 

Opposition to the European Union is one of the 
activities of the libertarians today. They see 

as heralding the introduction of even more 
Sary government infringements on 
Libertarians argue that the EU is 
uct and have compared it to the 
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one night to find Smith sitting in his front room attempt- 
ing to set his sofa alight. Smith was bailed on charges of 
attempted arson. Around the same time the pet rabbit of 
his former girlfriend’s brother was skinned alive; this 
after the boy's mother had been sent a recipe for rabbit 
stew. Smith denied involvement in both incidents, with 
Glendening providing an alibi for the night the rabbit 
was killed. The police were concerned enough about 
Smith’s state of mind that he was subsequently 
remanded in Brixton prison before the arson charge was 
reduced to breach of the peace. 

In 1996 Smith, Glendening, Walters and Gordon were 
reunited, this time acting as advisers to the IFP in the 
South African local elections. This link had been estab- 
lished through the IFK but was actively encouraged 
through the late Sir James Goldsmith, who had financed 
and supported the libertarian right in the FCS since 1980. 
Goldsmith and his close friend John Aspinall, who were 
strong supporters of the IFF (UN), had strong links to the 
Inkatha regime. Dubbed “the white Zulus” both men had 
extensive business interests in the region. 

But their involvement was not without controversy. In 
1990 Goldsmith took over the ownership of Kas 
Enterprises, a security company established by the 
founder of the SAS, Sir David Stirling, himself implicated 
in the private army scandals in Britain in the mid-1970s. 
Kas Enterprises was implicated in the paramilitary train- 
ing of Inkatha supporters, the so-called Third Force, and, 
with South African military encouragement, was later 
involved in township massacres. 

Several years later Aspinall was also implicated in 
paramilitary training after a company in which he was a 
principal funder, the Wildlands Trust, was accused of 
similar activities in post-apartheid South Africa. The 
company was headed by Buthelezi. 


Anti-EU campaigning 

Despite the intervention of several right-wing British 
advisers, the IFP faired badly in the elections. Dispirited, 
the quartet returned home in search of work. They did 
not have to look far. Two years earlier Goldsmith had 
established the Referendum Party to campaign against 
the single currency and greater transfer of power to 
Brussels. Gordon found employment as a field officer, to 
be joined later by Glendening and Smith. 

After Goldsmith’s death shortly after the 1997 election, 
in which both he and Aspinall stood as candidates, the 
Referendum Party was renamed the Referendum 
Movement. Eventually, and with the public support of 
the multimillionaire Paul Sykes, it became incorporated 
in the Democracy Movement. Although Gordon ceased 
his full-time involvement, Glendening and Smith were 
joined by Walters, who became its Executive Director. 

Despite publicly pledging £20 million of his own for- 
tune, Sykes’s involvement was fairly limited and the new 
organisation had to rely on Goldsmith's legacy, which 
was now being administered by his brother-in-law, 
Robin Birley. Birley, now the chairman of the Democracy 
Movement and previously a Referendum Party candi- 
date, had, in the early 1990s, been president of the 
Mozambique Institute, a pro-RENAMO organisation 
launched by Hoile. 

The libertarian involvement in the anti-EU movement 
stems from their opposition to government involvement 
in economic affairs. Having initially preoccupied them- 
selves with domestic British politics, they then inter- 
vened and backed anti-communist terrorist groups 
around the world regardless of the will of local people, 
before spreading free market economics in Eastern 
Europe. Now the libertarian battle is to stop the forma- 
tion of a European superstate, which they often describe 
in similar terms to the Soviet Union. It is simply the latest 
round in their wider struggle for economic liberalism, 
whatever the cost. 


i See also editorial, page 3 and Comment on page 11 
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the Internet site, EuroFaqs. Although the authoritarians 
include people who stood shoulder to shoulder with the 
libertarians in the Federation of Conservative Students 
and now in the anti-EU campaigns, there is a funda- 
mental difference in political outlook. Whereas the lib- 
ertarians looked to a society free of individual and eco- 
nomic controls, the authoritarians are strong discipli- 
narians, tend to have a much harder line on race and 
believe in a strong state. Among the authoritarians in 
the anti-EU campaigns are: 

Andrew Rosindell, Executive Director of the European 
Foundation and prospective Conservative parliamen- 
tary candidate in Romford. Previously involved with the 
pro-Nato group, Families for Defence, he recently 
signed a letter to the Telegraph calling for firm action 
against asylum seekers. 





Russell White, South East London organiser of the 
Campaign for an Independent Britain, White is also 
leader of the far right Populist Party. He was previously a 
member of Patrick Harrington’s Third Way, a National 
Front splinter group. 


Dr Andrew Fear, an organiser of the Keele Critical 
European Group. Fear is another former FCS activist 
who, with Northolt, was an executive member of 
Western Goals. He is a regular contributor to Right Now! 

For the authoritarians and their supporters opposi- 
tion to the EU and single currency is motivated more by 
a desire to retain “British identity” and sovereignty than 
by economic liberalism. However, the Britain they want 
to preserve is not the one desired by most readers of 
Searchlight and often their anti-EU stance is a euphe- 
mism for opposition to a multicultural society, as Derek 
Turner, editor of Right Now! so succinctly put it: 

‘A dislike of multiculturalism is a sort of unspoken 
sub-text underlying much of the angst about ‘Europe’. 
Scratch a ‘Eurosecptic’, and you often get a more pro- 
found kind of sceptic, a person of post-war ‘liberalism’. 
But their distrust of multiculturalism is always voiced 
too quietly, with them looking fearfully over their shoul- 
ders, as if the thought police were waiting to pounce on 
them. Distrust of multiculturalism is easy for the Left to 
caricature as ‘racism’. Rather than be accused of this, 
many Eurosceptics will mutter about ‘federalism’, as an 
easy substitute.” 












































War 


BY DESTABILISING other countries in southern Africa, 
the apartheid regime sought to weaken opposition to its 
own dominance and undermine its neighbours. Tens of 
thousands of innocent people died as a direct result. 

With the diplomatic and military support of the US, 
South Africa’s military forces fought across the region in 
the name of holding back communism. This supposed 
anti-communist war took several forms: a conventional 
war, police and military counter-insurgency operations, 
a surrogate-force insurgency war, and unconventional 
operations. However, whichever way the battle was 
fought it resulted in the suffering of millions of innocent 
people. 

Between 1960 and 1990 South African forces were 
involved in wars in six Fontline states, and its covert 
operations carried out attacks in Botswana, Lesotho and 
Swaziland. In addition, its secret agents were responsi- 
ble for murder and bombings in Britain, France, 
Belgium, The Netherlands and Scandinavia. 

The Truth and Reconciliation Commission (TRC), set 
up to investigate the crimes of the apartheid era, con- 
cluded: “the South African government's security strat- 
egy was shaped by the doctrine of preemptive interven- 
tionism and counter-revolutionary warfare. The result 
was gross violation of state sovereignty and interna- 
tional law, and human rights violations on a huge scale.” 


Targets of the apartheid regime 


Angola The South African army invaded Angola only 
months after the country’s first post-colonial elections. 
Although the army was withdrawn a year later, its mili- 
tary involvement continued for another 13 years, princi- 
pally through the arming and training of the National 
Union for the Total Independence of Angola (UNITA) 
and attacks against South West Africa People’s 
Organisation (SWAPO) fighters who were using bases in 
Angola. More covertly, the national and economic infra- 
structure of Angola was disrupted. 

According to UNICEF at least 100,000 Angolans died, 
mainly as a result of war-related famine between 1980 
and 1985. Numbers escalated after 1985 and UNICEF 
estimates that 333,000 Angolan children died of unnatu- 
ral causes between 1981 and 1988. This led the TRC to 
conclude: “that the South African Government's military 
campaign in Angola between 1977 and 1988 led to gross 
violations of human rights on a vast scale”. 

The TRC added that “the South African government 
was determined to weaken or cripple SWAPO’s military 
capability in preparation for the time when SWAPO 
would enter the electoral stakes inside South West 
Africa”. 







community,” says th : Se ee 
-Koevoet, a special police counter-insurgency unit, 
committed most of the worst human rights violations. At _ 


the height of the war the Koevoet claimed to have killed _ Se 


between 300 and 500 people a year, for which its mem- 
bers were paid a bounty per corpse. One Koevoet killer, 
Eugene de Kock, claimed to have killed 400 people dur- 
ing his spell with the unit-Even after the 1989 ceasefire 
was agreed the South African forces continued their 
campaign of terror, including the execution of Anton 
Lubowski, the general secretary of SWAPO. 

The TRC concluded: “that the activities of the SADF 
and the SAP in the former South West Africa between 
1966 and 1989 led to gross violations of human rights on 
a vast scale. The Commission finds that such activities 
constituted a systematic pattern of abuse which entailed 
deliberate planning on the part of the former Cabinet.” 


Mozambique The South African military forces played a 
leading role in training and arming RENAMO terrorists, 
for whom they had taken over responsibility in March 
1980 from the Rhodesians. RENAMO forces were dis- 
persed with South African bases in Northern Transvaal 
and its leader, Orlando Christina, was on the army pay- 
roll. 

Throughout the early 1980s the South Africans sup- 
plied monthly consignments of weapons and logistical 
supplies to the guerillas. This continued despite the 
signing of the peace accord in 1985. Only two months 
before the accord was signed the South African army 
supplied a two-year stockpile of weapons to RENAMO. 

The TRC concluded: “The goal in respect of both 
Mozambique and Angola was the establishment of sym- 
pathetic, or at the very least, neutral governments which 
would ultimately form part of a South African commu- 
nity of Nations”. 


Seychelles In 1981 a South African-funded mercenary 
army attempted a military coup of the Seychelles, a 
group of islands in the Indian Ocean, with the aim of 
deposing a government hostile to the apartheid regime. 

In addition to the military support given to guerilla 
forces across the region, the South African government 
conducted a huge propaganda campaign to influence 
local and international opinion. In all, the South African 
government spent more than 2.75 billion rand (£250 
million) between 1978 and 1994 on secret service opera- 
tions quite part from military funding. 

The TRC was left in no doubt about the purpose behind 
South African policy. “Tens of thousands of people in the 
region died as a direct or indirect result of the South 
African government's aggressive intent towards its neigh- 
bours. The lives and livelihoods of hundreds of thousands 
of others were disrupted by the systematic targeting of 
infrastructure in some of the poorest nations in Africa. 

“Tt is the Commission’s view that the destruction 
wrought on the region by South Africa’s counter-revolu- 
tionary war, particularly in Angola and Mozambique, 
was disproportionate to the threat posed by their post- 
independence governments and the fact that they 
played hosts to groups engaged in armed conflict with 
the South African government. 

“From the evidence before the Commission, it 
appears that, while some acts of regional destabilization 
may have been a defence against Communism, the pur- 
pose of the war was also to preserve white minority rule 
in South Africa and was, therefore, a race war.” 

It was as part of this race war that the International 
Freedom Foundation, a front sponsored by South 
African Military Intelligence, played its part on the inter- 
national stage. 
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—————Vive the independence of Angola! 
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(Extra) parliamentary oppositionist 


A David 
Hoile and his 
employer 
Andrew 
Hunter MP 


DAVID HOILP’S political past seems to have had little 
effect on his political career. Despite cavorting with some 
of the world’s most ruthless terrorist organisations he 
remains a member of the Conservative Party and is today 
a research assistant to the right-wing Conservative MP 
Andrew Hunter. 

Even during his time in the Federation of Conservative 
Students, Hoile was always more interested in interna- 
tional issues, forming the Foreign Affairs Group of the 
FCS in 1985. Following an early grounding in the 
Committee for a Free Nicaragua he soon turned his 
attention to Southern Africa, the place of his birth. 

After assisting Marc Gordon in the establishment’ of 
the International Freedom Foundation, Hoile launched 
the Mozambique Institute in 1991 with himself as 
Executive Director. Formed to “encourage an awareness 
of, and interest in, both Mozambique, and the 
Mozambican people, within the United Kingdom and 
European Community”, it also sought “present alterna- 
tive perspectives on the Mozambique issues”. This gave 
Hoile, who had long been a supporter of the RENAMO 
terrorists, a forum to present a revisionist view to events 
in the country. 

In Mozambique: Propaganda, Myth and Reality and 
Mozambique: Resistance and Freedom — A Case for 
Reassessment Hoile wrote a revisionist account of REN- 
AMO, a terrorist group that virtually every nation in the 
world, including the anti-communist US government, 
shunned. According to one US State Department report 
into human rights abuses, produced during Reagan's 
administration, RENAMO was guilty of genocide in the 
killing of over 100,000 people. 

By 1994, and with a peace deal agreed, Hoile turned his 
attention to other countries in Africa. Before long he was 
the British mouthpiece of the Sudanese government, 
itself with an appalling history of human rights abuses 
and described by the US as a “sponsor of terrorism’. 

In the course of his work for the Sudan government 
and its London embassy, both arranged through his 
company Westminster Associates, he wrote letters to 
leading Western politicians and international press. 
Sudanese affairs attracted another right-wing libertarian 
besides Hoile. Sean Gabb was Director of the Sudan 
Foundation, established in 1996 as a “commercial infor- 
mation service for the business communities in Britain 
and Sudan”. Like Hoile, he sought to challenge the media 
perception of Sudan. 

His links to these dubious African states did not go 
unnoticed by the Foreign Office, which, in the mid-1990s, 
expressed concern about Hoile’s links to the Conservative 
Party. Despite this, Hoile remained an active party mem- 
ber. Previously a member of the party’s National 
Committee he later became vice chairman of the Bethnal 
Green and Bow Association. 
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At first glance Hoile’s present employment with Hunter 
might appear surprising, but a quick look at Hunter's 
own interests reveals a startling similarity to Hoile’s. 
During the 1980s Hunter became known for his strong 
opposition to the ANC and the IRA, often arguing that the 
“two terrorist organisations” were interlinked. In 1995 he 
admitted that he knew some of his information came 
from South African intelligence but an unrepentant 
Hunter said “don’t worry I gave it to British intelligence 
straight away”. In the Winter 1989 issue of the IFF maga- 
zine European Freedom Review Hunter listed “a chronol- 
ogy of cooperation”. 

But, Hunter drew the wrath of some on the right when 
he heard Nelson Mandela, a man he had previously dis- 
missed as a communist terrorist, address both Houses of 
Parliament in 1996. When Hunter spoke at a Right Now! 
meeting shortly afterwards, he was accused of being a 
traitor. Despite the rough ride he received, he has subse- 
quently agreed to become a patron of Right Now!. 
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SEARCHLIGHT DOES not have a position on the 
European Union. Some anti-fascists are in favour, others 
against, and no doubt a number are indifferent. Anti-fas- 
cists have a duty, in whatever campaign they are 
involved, in a political party or outside it, to expose and 
combat racism and fascism. We are opposed to racism 
and fascism wherever we find it, whether it comes in the 
form of the EU’s racist immigration laws or the nearly a 
century-old British ones. 

It can be easily argued that the “no” campaign in 
Denmark was visibly about preserving better democratic 
structures and a more generous welfare system than 
about the monetarist doctrines dominating EU eco- 
nomic decisions. But the British anti-EU campaign is, 
presently at least, fundamentally different. It is a right- 
wing led campaign dominated by notions of British, or 
more particularly English, identity that will be alien to 
most Searchlight readers. 

While the economic libertarians dominate many of the 
organisational positions within these groups, their sup- 
porters are generally drawn from the nationalist right: 
elderly, white conservatives who would be opposed to 
any European integration whatever the dynamics. 

In her book, Britons, Linda Colley explains how British 
identity was formed out of three centuries of opposition 
to continental Europe, from the sea wars against Spain, 
to the Napoleonic wars against France, and more 
recently the two world wars against Germany: we are 
British because we are not “European”. The tone of the 
media’s response to the proposal for a European Rapid 
Reaction Force clearly shows how nationalist jingoism is 
dominating the anti-EU debate, with The Sun, Daily Mail 
and the Telegraph group articulating the views of the anti 
EU right. The voice of the left opposition to EU integra- 
tion is barely heard. 

Scratching the surface of what motivates right-wingers 
to oppose the EU it is not difficult to find xenophobia and 
racism. The editor of the far-right publication Right Now!, 
Derek Turner, happily stated in a recent edition that for 
many people opposition to the EU is a euphemism for 
opposition to a multicultural, liberal society. Of course 
there are many who oppose the EU because they see it as 
the erosion of national democracy, but they are currently 
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in the minority when it comes to activism. Anyone 
attending the Democracy Movement's “Save the Pound” 
march and rally would have noticed the complete 
absence of any trade union banners and almost no black 
faces. Although there were several labour movement 
speakers, they were introduced in an apologetic fashion; 
it was clearly not their demonstration. The demonstra- 
tion consisted mainly of Middle England on the march, 
predominantly elderly Conservative voters distraught at 
the decline of Britain as a world power, aghast at the 
break-up of Britain and horrified by the “encroachment” 
of black Britain into their suburbs and rural lives. 

Bedecked in flags and bunting, Middle England 
marched into the capital. London is not a place that they 
like. When speaker Robin Page rounded on all politicians 
and said that “the only good person to have come to 
London was Guy Fawkes”, he received much applause. 

A victory against the EU that is won predominantly 
with the slogans of the right would have far-reaching 
consequences. It is clear that a referendum on the single 
currency is not now imminent. By the time that such a 
referendum does take place, those anti-fascists who are 
involved in the anti-EU campaign need to ensure that 
they are in its driving seat. As the debate intensifies the 
right-wing definition of “identity” will encourage narrow 
English nationalism if it is left unchallenged. Left as 
things are, with the press assault on the liberal “gay 
mafia” and the Scottish “McMafia” supposedly running 
the country, coupled with the Countryside Alliance's con- 
tempt for the “urban jackboot’, white Middle England 
will be left as the “true defenders of the nation”. 

Supporting the activities of an organisation simply 
because it is against the EU, regardless of the underlying 
sentiments and the people involved, cannot be good. All 
this does is makes them seem respectable and stultifies 
the building of a more progressive campaign. Every con- 
servative reactionary and racist organisation was out in 
support of the Democracy Movement last month. The 
British National Party and the National Democrats also 
joined the march, which in the end had more in common 
with Bertolt Brecht’s poem, The Anachronistic 
Procession, than a genuine demonstration in favour of 
democracy. 
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Anyone but Griffin! 


Nick Griffin’s tenure at the helm of the BNP 
looks increasingly precarious as rumours 
abound of a challenge to his leadership. 

Not only has he lost the confidence of several 
of the party’s most important regions and 
revitalised the old leadership around John 

Tyndall, he has even disillusioned some of his 

key backers during his own rise to power 15 

months ago. Griffin is damaged goods. More 

significantly there is widespread talk among 
some elements in the party, and others on its 
fringes, that the BNP is no longer the vehicle for 
nationalist change in Britain, with some 
advocating the creation of a new political party. 
Nick Lowles reports on the growing 
mood for change in the BNP. 


E CRISIS is of Griffin’s own making. His squander- 
F ing of party funds, including a loan for an extension 
to his house and an illegal payment to Tony 
Lecomber, the BNP’s group development officer, and the 
subsequent sacking of his party treasurer, deputy leader 
and West Midlands regional organiser only antagonised 
his opponents within the party. This culminated in a 
humiliating and quite public climbdown at a West 
Midlands members’ meeting in September, when Griffin 
was forced to accept the unconditional return of those 
he had expelled only weeks before. 

Encouraged by the almost universal contempt of 
Griffin within the West Midlands, arguably the party’s 
most important regional group, Steve and Sharron 
Edwards now seem determined to oust him. Griffin's 
continuing dictatorial and vindictive policies are just 
making the job easier. He has imposed himself as party 
candidate in the West Bromwich West by-election 
against the wishes of the entire West Midlands region, 
which wanted Sharron Edwards to stand, and then, with 
the help of Internet supremo Simon Darby, has 
attempted to drain its regional funds. 

In a letter to branch organisers Ms Edwards makes her 
hostility plain. “It is now clear that Party Chairman Nick 
Griffin has gone back on his signed agreement to 
‘unconditionally re-instate’ us at the Unity Rally and will 
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not accept Steve Edwards as West Midlands Regional 
Organiser,” she wrote. 

“The Party leadership are using the constitution as a 
pretext for asset stripping hard earned local funds, pro- 
vided by local people for campaigning in their commu- 
nities, but now being seized to pay head office salaries. E 

“Tt must be realised that, over the next few weeks, tens 
of thousands of members’ money could be paid into 
central funds (via Mike Newland’s old PO Box, which is 
now under the control of Tony Lecomber, and not Chris 
Green, the assistant treasurer dealing with receipts) by 
unsuspecting members, thus providing a substantial 
fund at the mercy of an unscrupulous leadership 
involved on Tony Lecomber’s own public admission in 
tax and benefit fraud, clearly spelt out by barrister 
Adrian Davies in his report on the Trafalgar Club 
finances.” 

She ended the letter in openly defiant manner. “The 
survival of our Party depends upon a leadership that 
works within the law, and enjoys the members’ respect 
and support, counselled by an advisory council that 
takes responsibility for the proper running of the party, 
not one that gutlessly allows impropriety (not to say fla- 
grant illegality) to discredit our Party and perhaps 
destroy it altogether.” 

At a West Midlands organisers’ meeting, also attended 
by organisers from South Wales, it was unanimously 
agreed that Griffin had to go. However, with Steve and 
Sharron Edwards reluctant to become leaders of the 
BNP themselves, knowing it would involve a huge per- 
sonal sacrifice and unpleasant publicity for their family, 
it seems that most in the room were willing to consider 
the return of the party’s former leader John Tyndall as 
the only possible alternative to Griffin. 

Following recent changes to the constitution reinforc- 
ing the leader's position, any challenge to the leadership, 
other than by an emergency meeting, can only be made 
well into next year. In the meantime Tyndall is sounding 
out activists throughout the party, trying to present him- 
self as a loyal elder statesman. His open letter to Griffin 
in his magazine, Spearhead, present an image of a man 
offering advice rather than scheming for support. It is 
noticeable that Tyndall’s close supporters, in particular 
Richard Edmonds, have become increasingly active in 
recent months. 

Although Tyndall is largely seen as a leader from a dif- 
ferent era, there is so much disgruntlement from the 
party ranks that he is again being considered as a 
replacement for Griffin. But not all in the party are 
happy with this idea and Tyndall’s dream of returning to 
lead the party he founded may be undone by the 
Bloomsbury Forum (BF), which is attempting to play an 
increasingly prominent role in internal BNP affairs. Led 
by Eddie Butler, Richard Bowden and Adrian Davies, the 


BF has turned against Griffin a mere year after promot- 
ing him to take the party over. 

The self-designated intellectuals of the right, other- 
wise known as the ‘ego faction’, have decided that the 
BNP is now no longer the vehicle for the nationalist 
takeover of Britain. Previously aligned with the 
Conservative Party and believing that a new nationalist 
movement would emerge (with the BF at its intellectual 
core of course) out of a post-1997 election split over the 
issue of Europe, the BF left the Tory milieu disillusioned 
after the split never materialised. In a reversal of their 
view that a completely new nationalist organisation was 
needed, devoid of the nazi trappings of the BNP and the 
National Front, BF supporters eagerly endorsed Griffin, 
believing he had the dynamism and respectability to 
make the BNP a truly competitive political party. 

All this seems to have evaporated and the BF once 
again believes that a new organisation is necessary. 
Accepting that the majority of activists for any new party 
will initially come from the BNP the BF’s leaders are 
keen not to be seen as splitters. Therefore they have 
decided to bide their time, allowing the general frustra- 
tion and resentment towards Griffin to grow before 
making a move after the next general election. 

One BF supporter who has articulated these views is 
Michael Newland, the former BNP party treasurer and 
press officer, who was expelled by Griffin in late August. 
In a circular recently sent to supporters, he argued 
openly for the creation of a new political party to replace 
the BNP if it could not be changed radically, by which he 
suggested would involve BF supporters being brought in 
to run it. This is not the first time Newland has advo- 
cated such a position; even after Griffin secured the BNP 
leadership he argued for the party to change its name. 
Newland’s own proposal was the Freedom Party, the 
name of Jérg Haider's political party in Austria, and it 
was as a result of this that the BNP did change the name 
of its newspaper to the Voice of Freedom. 

The increasing involvement of the BF in BNP affairs 
will infuriate many party activists who see the predomi- 
nantly public school educated group as dreamers who 
rarely get their hands dirty in any real political work. 

Tyndall, for one, has been quick to hit back at sugges- 
tions of a new organisation. In an open letter circulated 
last month he dismissed Newland’s proposals saying: “I 
cannot allow to pass the dangerous and subversive non- 
sense ...fostering as these do the idea that the BNP 
should be abandoned, broken up, left to whither, and a 
new political organisation be launched in _ its 
place...How our enemies must whoop with glee when 
they read the words such as those that have been 
penned by Mr Newland!” 

On the BF Tyndall is equally dismissive. “These ‘peo- 
ple from outside the party’ - the BFs - have, with one or 
two exceptions, played no part in our struggles. They 
‘ have not risked their personal safety nor their careers 
and salaries as people in the BNP have done. They have 
not risked nor been sent to jail for the public expression 
of their opinions, as some of us have. They have not 
trudged the streets in the cold and in the rain spreading 
the BNP message...Yet these are the people whom Mr 
Newland thinks should be welcome to play a part in 
sorting out the present problems in the BNP.” 

For Griffin and his small band of supporters it is busi- 
ness as usual. But he might find the whispering cam- 
paign against him hard to ignore. In much the same way 
that he and Lecomber engineered the downfall of 
Tyndall long before he actually announced his leader- 
ship challenge, so today he is suffering a slow death. 


STOP PRESS Nick Griffin’s leadership was thrown deeper 
into crisis after his poor showing in the West Bromwich WEst 
by-election. Polling only 4.2% of the vote he failed to save 
his deposit. With only 794 votes it was only 13 more than 
his bitter critic Steve Edwards obtained in a single ward in 
the same constituency in the May local elections. 











nco remembered 


BRITISH RACISTS met in a central London pub last month to 
commemorate the death of the Spanish dictator General 
Franco. A dinner, organised by Western Goals, took place in 
the Morpeth Arms pub, directly opposite the headquarters of 
MI6. 

About 25 racists made the meal, which had been booked 
and organised by Sam Swerling, a former Monday Club 
activist who seems to have drifted rightwards in his old age. 
Others attending the event were Eddie Butler, Stuart Millson, 
Tom Acton and Adrian Davies. 

Western Goals (UK) was initially launched in the mid-1980s 
as a subsidiary of the US organisation of the same name. Its 
life president was Clive Darby-Lewis, then deputy leader of 
the pro-apartheid South African Conservative Party, who was 
later sent to prison for his part in the murder of Communist 
Party leader Chris Hani. In 1991 Western Goals played host 
to Jean-Marie Le Pen. 

The organisation is run by Gregory Lauder-Frost and brings 
together many of those involved in the Bloomsbury Fourm. 
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wounds last month after the revelation of its 
underground role in the fuel tax protests. 

As the fuel protesters’ 60-day deadline for a reduction 
in petrol and diesel taxes drew nearer, the BNP was 
determined to instigate a rerun of the blockades of the 
oil refineries that nearly paralysed the country in 
September. According to the National Health Service 
the September blockades had threatened peoples’ lives. 

In October the BNP distributed thousands of leaflets 
across the country, with the heading: “Fuel Crisis? Blair’s 
Crisis!” The leaflets attacked the government and called 
on people to turn out for a fuel protest rally in central 
London on 14 November, proclaiming: “If Blair is stupid 
enough to take on the fuel protesters again, it’s impor- 
tant that we all do everything we can to make sure he 
loses”. 

The leaflet went on to tell readers to access an 
Internet website for the latest news on the protests. But 
nowhere on either the leaflet or the website did the BNP 
admit who was really behind the material. A mission 
statement on the website claimed it was: “The online 
voice of a grass-roots campaign by patriotic fuel pro- 
testers. Our aim is to provide ideas, publicity material 
and coordination to allow the huge numbers of people 
who are opposed to the arrogant and destructive 
stealth-tax policies of the Blair regime to play an active 
role in the fuel protest campaign launched by Britain’s 
independent hauliers, farmers, fisherman and taxi- 
drivers.” 

The site contained model leaflets and graphics for 
downloading and printing out on a home computer. 
One page called on people to burn an effigy of Tony 
Blair on their local bonfire on 5 November. Surely only 
the BNP could compare Guy Fawkes, who attempted to 
blow up parliament and is annually burned in effigy, 
and the Labour Prime Minister. The only clues to who 
was actually responsible for the website were a link to 
the BNP’s home page and a cartoon graphic previously 
used in BNP literature. 

In the wake of Guy Fawkes’ night, supporters were 
encouraged to issue a press release to their local news- 
paper, which could be copied straight from the site. 
Using a tried and tested tactic — local papers are always 
short of stories — the BNP wanted to hoodwink editors 
into running a story about its “fuel protest” activities. 
The cowardly nature of these activities is apparent from 
the model press release, which reads: “Owing to 
Stalinist media smears and threats of police action 
against peaceful and legitimate protest, the Anytown 
Fuel Protest Support Group intend to remain anony- 
mous” [our emphasis]. 

The BNP’s plans began to go awry when Labour MP 


Te: BRITISH National Party was left licking its 


Searchlight November 2000 14 




















Shaun Woodward attacked the BNP and its website in 
the House of Commons at the beginning of November. 
Subsequent press coverage, and a two-page exposé by 
Searchlight journalists in the Sunday People forced the 
BNP into the open. 

The development of websites is part of the BNP’s 
Internet strategy, which is one of the cornerstones of its 
attempt to take national socialist ideas forward into the 
21st century. In a secret members’ bulletin, sent to sup- 
porters in October, the party bragged: “Last month’s fuel 
protests provided the opportunity for the British 
National Party to experiment with an entirely new form 
of political organisation... The secret, of course, is our 
Internet operation.” 

Masterminding the campaign is the BNP’s leader, 
Nick Griffin, who despite the precariousness of his lead- 
ership position wants to transform the political culture 
of the BNP into one in which the new digital technolo- 
gies play a leading role. It is Griffin’s Post Office box 
number that appears on the leaflet. The fuel protest 
website itself is registered to a Post Office box in Ilford, 
Essex, run by Tony Lecomber, deputy leader and violent 
jailbird. According to the Post Office the PO box is 
defunct. Lecomber runs his operations from his council 
flat in Redbridge, northeast London. 

The administrator of the website is Simon Darby, who 
lives in Cannock. Darby is a leading BNP member who 
has stood as a party candidate in several recent elec- 
tions. Earlier this year he was a guest of the National 
Alliance, America’s leading nazi organisation. The NA’s 
leader, William Pierce, is the author of The Turner 
Diaries, the fictional book about race war that inspired 
the Oklahoma City bomber, Timothy McVeigh, and the 
London nail-bomber, David Copeland. 

In September Darby privately encouraged supporters 
to carry out sabotage in order to hinder any police 
attempts to remove truckers during the fuel protests. In 
a secret email to BNP supporters, under the headline: 
“Fuel Protests Escalating... BNP stepping up involve- 
ment... Get Involved”, Darby wrote: “With the possibil- 
ity that Blair's going to send in the army as picket- 
breakers, heavy vehicle drivers might like to consider 
removing all their wheel nuts”. 

It continued: “immobilise vehicles on picket duty. 
Take precautions against the police trying to move vehi- 
cles by force. Take out ignition fuses. Remove the rotor 
arms on petrol vehicles. Put crook locks on ... None of 
this will stop large numbers of police officers acting on 
orders to get tough, but it will slow them down enor- 
mously, and some ordinary, decent, policemen will be 
glad for being unable to help enforce Blair’s blockade- 
busting orders.” 

The BNP also advised activists how to resist police 


surveillance. “Expect to get your telephones cut off if 
Blair doesn’t cave in and thereby forces the protests to 
escalate. Mobiles may work for a bit longer, especially if 
you buy ‘Pay As You Go’ ones and exchange numbers on 
scraps of paper and keep the new phones ‘clean’ and 
unused until you need them.” 

The document concluded: “In case even they get 
knocked out, set up CB chains to send messages 
between protests groups by relay”. 

As the 60-day deadline approached, the police 
Special Branch revealed to the press that they were 
monitoring telephones, emails and websites of fuel 
protesters in an effort to determine their tactics and the 
possibility of organised violence. 

Revelations of the BNP’s activities caused the party 
severe embarrassment. A message to supporters stated 
that when they are involved in the protests they are “not 
to take any BNP literature or mention their political 
affiliations in earshot of reporters or police officers”. 

In early November the government tried to reduce | 
public support for the fuel protesters and the likelihood 
of renewed direct action by using arguments about the 
damage that cheap fuel would do to the environment. 
The BNP’s parasitic activities were the last thing that 
the genuine fuel protesters needed. In the wake of the 
press publicity, hauliers and farmers rounded on the 
fascists. In a humiliating climbdown they were forced to 
admit on their website that: “this site is owned and 
operated by the British National Party”. They were also 
forced to remove all their links to other organisations, 
so that the only link left was to the BNP itself. 

It also came to light that the BNP fuel protest website 
had almost exactly the same web address as another 
fuel protest website that has been in existence for a few 
years. With the obvious intention of creating confusion 
between the genuine site and the BNP one, the only dif- 
ference between the two addresses was a hyphen. The 
owners of the genuine site were furious and its home 
page issued a notice reading: “COPYCAT SITE. This site 
has nothing to do with the BNP’s web site... The BNP 
has simply registered a similar name... in order to mas- 
querade as genuine fuel protesters. This site has noth- 
ing whatsoever to do with the BNP or any other such 
extremist group.” 

Support for the fuel protesters began to wane as 14 
November, the scheduled day of protest, approached. 
The government made some concessions to the pro- 
testers that meant their activities had not been in vain. 
In the end a demonstration a few hundred strong was 
held in Hyde Park. It coincided with the arrival of a 
truckers’ convoy that had left the Northeast for London, 
claiming to be in the spirit of the famous Jarrow hunger | 
march of the 1930s. The last surviving original Jarrow 
marcher condemned the convoy, laughing at the idea 
that the truckers had anything in common with the 
unemployed of pre-welfare state Britain. 

The idea of truckers blockading the roads had echoes 
of the military coup in Chile, something with obvious 
appeal to the BNP. Between the BNP and the far from 
progressive fuel protesters, who were backed by the oil 
companies, Britain has witnessed a glimpse of how 
quickly popular support can be whipped up for reac- 
tionary ideas. 

Martin Salter, the MP for Reading West, told 
Searchlight: “It is now quite clear that there was a nasty, 
undemocratic undercurrent trying to hijack these 
protests. It looked increasingly like a redneck cocktail of 
fascists, farmers and felons who professed to be patri- 
ots but in reality wanted to bring this country to its 
knees.” 

Pictures: BNP members on Save the Pound demo (from top) 
Darlington BNP Organiser Paul Thompson (Father Christmas) 
North East Regional Organiser Kevin Scott blowing whistle 
Woman with hooded coat Henrietta 

Man in fleece, Who he? 

BNP London member Frank Walsh 























































































































Loyalist killer joins 
NF Remembrance 
Sunday march 


LOYALIST KILLER Steve Irwin was the star attraction as the National 
Front besmirched the memory of those who died fighting for Britain in 
the past century by marching past the Cenotaph on Remembrance 
Sunday. The man who shouted “trick or treat” before opening up with a 
sub-machine gun in a pub in Greysteel, Northern Ireland, in 1993, 
killing several people, came to London as a guest of Birmingham 
National Front, whose members had paid his fare. 

Irwin, who has strong racist views, joined 70 NF supporters in their 
annual parade through central London. The demonstrators included 
the bulk of the party’s activist base nationally, with members coming 
from the West and East Midlands, Yorkshire and Kent. It was organised 
by Terry Blackham, himself convicted of running guns and ammuni- 
tion to the Ulster loyalists. 

Irwin's presence re-emphasised the growing link between the NF and 
the Ulster Defence Association, the largest of the loyalist paramilitary 
groups. In September a crowd predominantly of NF supporters 
protested outside Downing Street under the banner of the British 
Ulster Alliance, a London UDA front, calling for the release of Johnny 
Adair. In 1998 Frank Portinari, the English UDA leader, was a guest 
speaker at the NF annual rally. Portinari was absent from the 
Remembrance Sunday march as he and his sidekick Rob Hilton, aka 
Rob Watson, were in Belfast with the UDA. 

The appearance of Irwin in England confirmed the story in 
September's Searchlight about his close links with Combat 18. It seems 
that not everyone was impressed with the article because, according to 
sources in Northern Ireland, he was hauled up before the UDA leader- 
ship to explain why he was switching allegiance away from the loyalist 
group. 

The prospect of violence between the London UDA and C18 grew 
recently after Portinari made renewed threats against Wilf Browning, 
the leader of C18, accused him of being an informer for Searchlight and 
the police. The threats were aired at a meeting of the British Ulster 
Alliance at the Euston Plaza hotel in October, attended by 50 people, 
including UDA supporters from Birmingham and Scotland. A repre- 
sentative of the political wing of the UDA spoke at the meeting and two 
close associates of Johnny Adair were also present. 

Tt now appears that Irwin has more questions to answer, as after the 
NF demonstration the cold-blooded killer went off to meet C18 
activists in a pub in London Bridge. 


A Loyalist killer Steve Irwin (with cap) at the NF Remembrance Sunday rally 


Left Rogue’s gallery of NF supporters at the rally 


Bi 

4 

, 
ees 
. £e 





From the sewers 


Gun crazy It is good to see the criminal justice system 
working properly, albeit in a limited number of cases. In 
October, Cameron Dudley, the British National Party and 
Ku Klux Klan supporter from Grimsby, who used the alias 
“The Grim Reaper’, was brought to book. 

The target of an American sting operation to stop the 
export of weapons to countries where they are illegal, he 
was played like a fish for several months before being 
reeled in. 

The 32-year-old, already known to Searchlight readers 
for his public admiration of Himmler, had started by 
importing lethal arrowheads and then turned to the 
Internet to try and obtain handguns and explosives. At 
one stage Dudley used the acronym UKNSSH, which 
stood for United Kingdom National Socialist Skinhead. 

But the man with whom he ended up dealing was a US 
agent. When the agent asked him if he had the money to 
make his purchases, he explained that he and others had 
been collecting money for buying weapons to use in 
Britain. 

His first trial in June was halted but the Crown 
Prosecution Service and police made it clear that they 
wanted to see him back in court. 

He duly reappeared hiding behind an Asian lawyer who 
attempted to make him sound like a sad loner who was 
not dangerous. He pleaded guilty using this lie as mitiga- 
tion. Thankfully Justice Michael Heath thought differ- 
ently, pointing out: “It was a real gun” and describing it as 
“plainly a serious case”, before putting Dudley away for 
five years. 

A police raid on his home had found National Front, 
BNP and KKK material as well as a poster depicting a 
black man being burned alive on a funeral pyre. 


Former bomber still in the frame Tony Lecomber, who 
Searchlight disclosed is running a British National Party 
office from his council flat in Redbridge, is facing further 
embarrassment. It appears he has been using a Post 
Office box in Redbridge to cover some of his local hate 
activities. Enquiries with the postal authorities have 
revealed that the box number has not belonged to the 
BNP for at least two years. 

One of those activities is his leadership of a protest 
action against an extension to a mosque near his home. 
There appear to have been a disproportionate number of 
racist incidents in the area as well as an arson attempt at 
the building earlier this year. 

Searchlight’s own investigations revealed that the 
address to which the PO box was registered had been 
occupied by a black family for at least the past two years. 
There is speculation that the BNP someone within the 
local postal service is picking up material addressed to the 
BNP on Lecomber's behalf. Some years ago Searchlight 
instigated the dismissal of a nazi postman in Gateshead 


for picking up post sent to an address in a tower block that 
had been demolished several years before. 

Readers might like to ask officers of the Redbridge 
Housing Department why they appear more concerned 
about looking out for the former bomber and violent thug 
than carrying out the council’s policy of not permitting its 
premises to be used for hate activities. 


Around the crime scene Reports are coming in from 
various parts of the country about nazi activities ranging 
from Ku Klux Klan cross burnings in southern England to 
British National Party leaflets being handed out near 
schools in Dundee, Scotland. 

In Oldham extremists have targeted an Asian family for 
the past four years with racial abuse and bricks through 
their windows. Members of the gang stopped Mr Debir 
Ullah in the street and asked him how he liked his treat- 
ment. 

In Nuneaton, Ipswich and West Yorkshire people have 
reacted positively against National Front and BNP hate 
material being distributed locally. 

The Northeast region of the BNP, under the leadership 
of the educated hooligan Kevin Scott, has been active 
against refugees and asylum seekers in Middlesbrough 
and Stockton as well as on the large West Denton estate in 
Newcastle. In Denton, Scott went to the trouble of issuing 
a specially produced local leaflet, but local and some 
imported racists spoilt the effect by threatening local 
councillors to their faces and’sending hate messages to 
local MPs. The police are taking a serious look at these 
activities. 

A cross-burning incident in the village of Kings Worthy 
in Hampshire led to the arrest of six people who were due 
to surrender to police bail in November. The cross was 
spotted by Mr Patel attached to the front door of the sub 
post office he has run for the past 13 years. The cross itself 
had been stolen from a local church for its obnoxious use. 
The police are taking the incident very seriously. Local 
people are said to be horrified against this hate crime 
directed at their neighbour. 


Former BM boss sent for trial Colin Jordan, 77, former 
leader of the British Movement and the National Socialist 
Movement, has been sent for trial after 27 months of 
police interviews, legal hearings and arguments to get the 
case to committal stage. He faces 11 charges under the 
race hate provisions of the 1986 Public Order Act. 
Appearing with him will be Anthony Hancock, 53, a 
printer from Sussex, who is facing two charges of aiding 
and abetting Jordan. 

The two men are scheduled to appear at York Crown 
Court this month for pleas and directions in the case, 
which is expected to take place at York or Leeds Crown 
Court some time next year. 
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46 ATCHING A football match during a 
Nuremberg Rally” is how a recent discus- 
sion paper from the Home Office’s 

Working Group on Football Disorder described follow- 
ing England. The stiff-arm salutes, “No Surrender” 
echoing around the stands, intimidation and unfriend- 
liness on the streets, with the ensuing outbreaks of 
short, sharp public disorder have all successfully made 
the supporters of the national team the easy target 
upon which to dump all our pent up English self- 
hatred. 

This is a potent mix when it is combined with an 
equally self-deluding “victim culture” of many of those 
who try to explain away the negatives. It’s always the 
other lot’s fault, they started first, the police didn’t treat 
us right, and the ranks of TV cameras stirred it up any- 
way. None of this takes the debate, still less the solu- 
tion, much further. The plain fact remains that a nasty, 
brutish element is a near-constant element at England 
games abroad. But ridding ourselves of this most 
unwelcome baggage is not aided by the spectacular 
rhetoric of comparing it with one of Hitler's party 
pieces. 

Telling a few home truths about Englishness is 
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Is it something that we said? 


Time to search out the positives as well as the negatives in 
following England argues Mark Perryman. 


always painful. But to write off anybody who carries the 
cross of St George to foreign stadia in the search for 
three points and ending 34 trophyless years is neither 
truthful nor helpful. The racists are a minority, the anti- 
racists likewise, for the vast majority of fans the colour 
of the players who wear England’s shirt simply isn’t an 
issue. Sir Herman Ouseley, former chair of the 
Commission for Racial Equality, has claimed black 
England players are being abused by their own sup- 
porters. Yet when Andy Cole and Emile Heskey spear- 
headed England’s pitiful away performance against 
Finland in October, it was hard to hear a single line of 
abuse that picked on them because they were black. 
Clueless, slow to the ball, poor second touch, were all 
good enough reasons to criticise the pair of them on 
the night. The colour of their skin simply wasn’t an 
issue. 

Ironically Ouseley’s comments were published in the 
same week that black Arsenal players were targeted for 
jeers and boos during a Champions League game by 
racist Lazio fans. Heskey had been similarly booed dur- 
ing an England under-21 game against Yugoslavia, 
leading to an official complaint against the Yugoslav 
FA. 
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The English disease? Not so easily diagnosed. Talking 
up England’s rather obvious racist minority allows the 
rest of us to get off lightly. The attitudes that fuelled a 
huge swathe of fans at Wembley joining in with “Stand 
Up if You Won the War” during England's last match 
against Germany cannot simply be put down to the 
string pulling antics of a few thuggish generals. This is 
about a national identity that has come to the conclu- 
sion that it can hardly dare to speak its name — 
Englishness. Not by the political correctness thought 
police of the leader writers’ imagination who saw fit to 
trash The Parekh Report on Multi Ethnic Britain; rather 
by the enduring confusion of Britain with England. The 
devolution of Scotland and Wales, accompanied by the 
faltering peace process in Northern Ireland, have 
ensured that the England question won't go away. And 
where does the flag of England fly in such huge num- 
bers? At international football, of course. 

It hasn’t always been this way; until relatively 
recently the stands were full of Union Jacks not flags of 
St George. But during Euro '96 in particular, with the 
Wembley match against Scotland clearly crucial, there 
was a shift. Now St George is everywhere, and the 
words of historian Eric Hobsbawm point to the poten- 
tial significance of this change, “the imagined commu- 
nity of millions seems more real as a team of eleven 
named people”. 

English national identity has become wrapped up 
with how we follow our football and most don't like 
what they see as this mirror image. More correctly, they 
refuse to look in the mirror. Patrick Collins, sports 
columnist on The Mail on Sunday wrote a stirring piece 
of editorial to rid England of the “cretinous bigotry of 
some of its followers”. Strong stuff, backed up by a mil- 
itant opposition to dilly-dallying with racist chants and 
abuse. This can only be applauded, but can this be so 
easily divorced from a network of “middle England” 
attitudes that see Europe as the enemy, asylum-seekers 
as scroungers, black youth as criminals and the cele- 
bration of multiculturalism as an insult to our history? 

No. Of course it can’t. Dealing with football hooligan- 
ism as it has become attached to England involves a 
complex balancing act. Firstly, a recognition that the 
actuality of violence involves a relatively small number 
of fans. In Charleroi at Euro 2000 estimates of England 
supporters in the town ranged as high as 15,000. Few 
observers put the number involved in the main square 
riot much higher than 250. Secondly, the relatively 
small number involved masks the damage that they 
can do, and the attitudes that legitimise their action. 
Those who will stand on the street corners, swelling 
with national pride as “our lads” rain bottles, chairs and 
tables down on the opposition, are a much, much 
larger number. It is this, sometimes unwitting, intim- 
idatory atmosphere that creates the mood for the trou- 
ble to take off. Extinguish it completely, though, and 
English fandom is robbed of its authenticity and in fact 
its appeal. 

Thirdly, the 15 minutes of televised mayhem may not 
look much once the tear gas has cleared — the damage 
in Charleroi was in fact minimal — but the negative 
impact on host countries, UEFA and FIFA is huge. 
Sometimes that might be unfair, but whoever said we 
live in a fair world. The consequence is certain enough, 
England has a reputation and we have a long, very long, 
way to go to turn it from a negative one into a peaceful 
one. Fourthly, while the majority of England fans are 
non-violent apart from a minority they have not artic- 
ulated their separation from the trouble into an anti- 
violence fan culture that would more effectively isolate 
and marginalise those who practise violence as part of 
their devotion to following England. 

Balancing these four elements can lead to an ineffec- 
tual fudge. But to ignore the inter-relationship between 
all four could simply lead to the apparently dramatic 
action of the sort Lord Bassam of the Home Office has 


called for when pinpointing the almost all-white make- 
up of England’s support — “we want to see if we can get 
more ethnic and racial diversity of our culture and soci- 
ety” — ending up being depressingly similar in its inef- 
fectiveness. 

The existence of a racist core in the team’s support 
clearly deters many, not just black, supporters from fol- 
lowing England abroad. But probably of far greater sig- 
nificance in narrowing England’s match-going, and 
particularly away, support is the association with vio- 
lence. The consequences of a self-fulfilling prophecy 
are depressingly profound. Predict for long and vigor- 
ously enough that there will be trouble and sure 
enough those who want to avoid trouble won't go, and 
those who seek to cause it most surely will. This is why 
it is crucial to balance the dumping of all the unwel- 
come baggage associated with England with carrying 
all the positives. Associating a positive set of values 
with England won't be easy, inclusiveness isn’t perhaps 
as central to our national culture as we'd like it to be. 
We're more used to enduring at best, invading at worst, 
foreign cultures than engaging and embracing. And 
anti-violence has more than football to contend with in 
emerging as a central characteristic of any nation’s 
masculinity. 

It was remarked by a number of commentators after 
Euro 2000 that amongst our supporters England can 
count some of the worst elements in world football, but 
also some of the best. Devoted to the game, knowl- 
edgeable and appreciative, drawing on a club culture 
that is increasingly internationalist, a warm wit, a self- 
effacing humour. Perhaps the German fans chanting 
“You're Not Singing Anymore” in English at Wembley 
sums up the kind of affectionate place English fan cul- 
ture still occupies in other countries even with all the 
wrongs some in our number have committed. 

Whether a Swede managing the team will lead to the 
positives starting to outweigh the negatives is too early 
to tell. A winning start will undoubtedly help. With his 
fist three points in the bag Sven Goran Eriksson will 
perhaps lead his England team out to a medley of Abba 
tunes and ranks of England fans in St George crossed 
Viking helmets. Ironic and internationalist, is that so 
foreign to my England of Fawlty Towers and chicken 
tikka masala? 

Mark Perryman is the editor of The Ingerland Factor: 
Home Truths from Football, published by Mainstream, 
£9199: 
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WE ARE AMUSED: Would-be U.S. President George W Bush 


Trust sent the mainstream press into a frenzy of out- 
rage. The Future of Multi-Ethnic Britain, overseen by 
Lord Parekh, suggested that the word “British” had racial 
connotations. The point the report was making was that 
the word did not bring into mind the full diversity of 
multicultural Britain, but often harked back to a “golden 
era’ of British history in a manner that is very often over- 
laid with white imagery. Yet, through a simple misinter- 
pretation at the hands of the press, a full moral panic 
ensued. By contorting the term “racial connotations”, 
and replacing it with “racist connotations”, the papers 
were able to declare that politically correct madness had 
taken a grip, to the extent of wishing to rename “our” 
country, thus depriving “us” of “our identity” and history. 
What followed was a fully-fledged media flurry on 
Britishness, patriotism, and national identity. Taking up 
the famous dictum that “there ain’t no black in the union 
Jack”, the title of a book by the sociologist Paul Gilroy 
quoted in the report, the right-wing press set out to dis- 
prove this charge. In fact this charge had never been 
directly made; the report had not advocated renaming 
the 
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country, it was merely facing the issues of inclusiveness 
and identity in a country such as Britain, which plays 
home to a myriad of ethnic and religious groups. The 
Daily Mail naturally found the report morally abhorrent, 
and wheeled out hardworking and successful ethnic 
minority citizens who claimed that they were proud to 
be British and that they owed their success to this island. 

This is a not so subtle example of the role of the press 
in demarcating the boundaries and parameters of 
British Identity. More than ever, the papers were at great 
pains to appeal to “us”, the citizens of the nation, the 
executives of the inclusive society. The mainstream 
tabloid press, along with some of the broadsheets,tried 
constantly to reinforce for us what it means to be British. 
They bolstered the patriotism of the body of the popula- 
tion; in short, they were acting as the flags of a nation — 
the impetus for nationalism laid surely with them as 
daily reminders of who, in essence, “we” are. 

“There used to be something very un-British about 
trying to define who the British were,” William Hague 
told the right-wing Centre for Policy Studies at the 
beginning of last year. But with the threat of Europe 
looming ever closer across those narrow but symbolic 
waters, it would seem that the time to define 
“Britishness” has come with alarming speed for both the 
politicians and media, who act as symbols in our every- 
day consciousness. 

For Hague the prospects are enough to strike fear into 
the heart of every true Briton: “People will wake up and 
find themselves living in what feels to be a different 
country. Without knowing quite how, some of the things 
which really matter to us and help shape our sense of 
what it is to be British will have been lost.” 

But have we ever had a true sense of what it means to 
be British? Britain has never possessed a strong national 
identity. Perhaps because we never really needed one, 
rarely geographically threatened as an isolated island, it 
was not necessary to forge an overly aggres- ; 
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sive one. By obscuring the differences between 
Englishness and Britishness — the two have in the past 
been viewed as synonymous - British identity has been 
seen as exclusionary and somewhat xenophobic. 

When faced with an external threat, the assertion of a 
national identity becomes ever more important. 
Globalisation, the buzz-word implying that the world is 
becoming an ever-more global village, has forced a 
retreat into national identity. In the light of this and the 
perceived threat from Brussels over national sovereignty, 
this identity that was never really sure of itself feels lost. 

For Hague: “The idea of what it means to be British 
has existed for hundreds of years and has sunk deep 
roots into all our consciousness. It represents something 
much bigger than being English or Scottish or Welsh, 
and something much stronger than being European.” 

But, as Benedict Anderson points out in his classic 
study, Imagined Communities, these identities and 
notions of nationhood are based on the idea that we 
possess a shared history. However, very often these ideas 
relate more to the realm of mythology than to reality. 
And it is these, often invented, traditions, which serve to 
reinforce who we are in daily life, that also provide a base 
for nationalism. The word nationalism is usually associ- 
ated with aggression, violence and a virulent fear of “out- 
siders”. But there is another more innocuous form of 
nationalism, not related to acts of terror and far-right 
groups, which nonetheless serves to create a national 
identity that is inward looking and insular. This nation- 
alism of the non-terrorist variety forms the title of 
Michael Billig’s book, Banal Nationalism. 

For countries such as Britain, whose nationhood is 
fairly self-assured, there is still a need to reproduce a 
national identity in daily life, not just as a historical refer- 
ence, but as a contemporary flagging-up of who we are. 
The media and politicians, the agents of our conceptions 
through their use of language and symbols, constantly 
reinforce our ideas about what it is to be British. This is 
not nationalism in the sense that it is usually conceived, 
as acts of terrorism and aggressiveness. It is more com- 
monplace, more everyday, more ordinary and more pas- 
sive. In short it is banal. The word banal does not, how- 
ever, imply that it is harmless. Indeed, far from it. 
Discourses of exclusion are still central to it, but it is sub- 
tle and passive and almost passes without notice. 
Xenophobia and reactionary ideas are still a conse- 
quence of, if not central to, the language itself but it often 
appears so innocuous that it passes without notice. 

So how is such nationalism reinforced in everyday 
life? Billig sees one of the primary agents of this to be the 
mainstream daily press. Language plays a pivotal role, 
with the words “we”, “us”, “our” and “them” frequently 
used to unite, and to demarcate inclusiveness and oth- 
erness. As the example of the Runnymede Trust's report 
showed, when the structure or symbols of a nation are 
threatened, the language is often reactionary. A country 
that has difficulty finding things to be proud of in its cul- 
ture except football, curry and past historical glories, 
Britain attacks those who criticise it, instead of finding a 
positive Englishness or Britishness to connect its people. 

The introduction of a Swedish manager for the 
English football team last month, who was, shock hor- 
ror, not one of “us”, produced indignation among the 
press . Out came the witty headlines, typically playing on 
the manager’s Swedish name, Sven, usually substituting 
it with “when”. The media, portraying themselves as the 
voice of a nation, felt humiliated that someone “foreign” 
had to step in and help “us” succeed at “our” national 
game, the sport that we supposedly invented. 

The word plays were also evident last month, when 
there was panic among some factions of the press that 
the Scots, who had recently voted for their own parlia- 
ment, were effectively running the whole of Britain. “The 
insidious rise of the McMafia’, screamed the Daily Mail. 
“As another Scot joins Britain's ruling elite, the tartanisa- 
tion of every aspect of English life continues unchecked. 


How much longer will England put up with it?” Those 
members of the Cabinet and prominent faces in the 
media who are of Scottish descent were told in no uncer- 
tain terms, “if they want to stay ... they must show a lit- 
tle more humility, a bit of the give and take that any mar- 
riage must have if it is going to last”. The Times took up 
the same theme, displaying the headline, “Scot 
Invasion”. It claimed: “While English MPs fume, the 
Scots are sitting pretty. No 10’s policy is keep them 
happy.” The trend of the media to claim “our” country is 
being run, not by “us” but by an out-of-touch elite or a 
“mafia” is widespread. This example serves to prove also 
that, in public consciousness, Britishness and 
Englishness are seen to be different, but the two terms 
are at the same time very commonly confused. 

The recent floods throughout England provided the 
press with an opportunity for a positive reinforcement of 
Britishness. A picture was painted of a country that was 
united in the face of adversity: “Britain battles on’, the 
papers claimed defiantly, in spite of the apparent inepti- 
tude of the politicians. The idea that there is something 
unique about our national identity, and that we possess 
quaint peculiarities which set us apart from the rest of 
Europe and from the Americans, is indicative of the 
banal nationalism to which Billig points. “Weathering 
the storms as only we Brits can’, said the Daily Mail, as 
we were treated to images of middle Englanders pad- 
dling around their villages with wellies and a warm 
heart, showing that indomitable British spirit. 

While the headlines exemplified above are innocuous, 
pass without notice and even appear inane, there is a 
point at which the rhetoric of a united national identity 
becomes divisive and even dangerous. 

Firstly there is the issue of inclusiveness. When the 
media or politicians talk about “us” the British, about 
whom are they talking? Hague’s definition of the British 
appears anything but inclusive: “I am talking about peo- 
ple who do the right thing and work hard, save hard, try 
to be independent of the state and believe in their coun- 
try”. All those, it seems, who are not marginalised by 
poverty and immigration, and who are not forced, for 
whatever reason, to accept help from the state. 

When the problem is phrased, as it often is, in terms of 
“us” and “them”, rhetoric often turns to xenophobia. 
“What happens if we have to rely on the French or the 
Italians to fight for us? Or, God help us, the Belgians?” 
posed The Sun hysterically, at the prospect of a shared 
European army. But as a consequence, some people are 
viewed as legitimate members of the country, while oth- 
ers are not. The issue of citizenship thus becomes a 
pressing one. ‘When the media whipped up a moral 
panic earlier this year about Gypsies begging in Britain, 
the group became the visible target for a virulent wave of 
racism, attacks and abuse. The media often reinforced 
the stereotype that asylum seekers saw “us”, that is 
Britain, as a soft target and were thus bleeding us dry. 
The real facts were neglected; Britain actually took far 
fewer asylum seekers than most places in Europe. 

Aggressive xenophobia becomes legitimate in some 
contexts, for instance when a football competition is 
taking place. But even here, stirring resentment against 
foreigners can become incitement to violence. The point 
at which this line is crossed is not a clear one. 

A sense of national identity is seen to be essential for 
the health of any society. Nationality is important to 
people and their self-image. When that self-image 
appears less than positive, as in Britain, then there is 
always a danger that attempts to reinforce it overtly will 
result in the exclusion of some of its citizens, on the basis 
of race, wealth or any other demarcating factor. It is only 
when a debate is opened about what Britishness means 
and who is included in its parameters, as the 
Runnymede Trust tried to do through The Future of 
Multi-Ethnic Britain, that a positive identity can be 
sought. Until that time, nationalism that is apparently 
banal can prove extremely deadly. 
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Jands off our friends! 


_ November to show their support for the “Hands off our Friends” 
campaign, which is protesting at the voucher system that 
demeans asylum seekers and demanding that the aggressive 
anti-immigrant language used by the media is kept out of the 
election campaign reports Renee Sams. 

The government’s policy is intended to deter asylum seekers 
from coming to this country. The situation for those who are 
here is further aggravated by the media using terms such as 
“bogus” and referring to “floods of immigrants” pouring into 
the country. This has led to increased xenophobia in some 
areas. 

A warning of the dangers of allowing the mass media to whip 
up hostility against asylum seekers came from Helen Bamber, 
founder of the Medical Foundation for the Care of Victims of 
Torture. Recalling the 1930s, she told the protesters, “I 
remember when the Daily Mail backed Oswald Mosley and it 
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was the same hostile terminology they used then that they use 
now against asylum seekers. 

“Asylum seeking is a life and death issue... We must scrap 
the word ‘illegal’ and all the other words. History will judge us 
as to how we deal with this issue,” she concluded. 

Labour MP Jeremy Corbyn also warned: “We must definitely 
not allow the vicious unpleasantness of the media to be 
reflected in the rhetoric of the political leadership”. 

Lee Jasper, secretary of the National Assembly Against 
Racism, said “Our friends are stigmatised by vouchers. They 
cannot even spend the measly amount that they have got 
without standing out. With the aggression built up by the 
government and media, this puts them at risk.” 

Another speaker adding his voice to this campaign was 
Roger Sainsbury, the Bishop of Barking, who admitted that he 
is now ashamed of his name as Sainsbury’s is one of the 
supermarkets cooperating with the voucher system although 
he is no relation to that Sainsbury family. 

“We must not dehumanise asylum seekers. We must instead 
remember our traditions of tolerance and compassion. We 

_ need people who come from all over the world to enrich our 

- society.” he explained. 

Mohammed Sekkoum of the Algerian Refugee Council, who 

: as suffered as an asylum seeker, told the audience, “We are 
jot wanted in this country, we are thought of as criminals... We 
uld be more popular if we were foxes.” He added, however, 
at not all people were hostile, he had found great kindness 
ng the ordinary people of this country. 

@ demonstration ended with the campaigners joining hands 
encircling the Home Office building. 














+ 
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News in brief 


Oxford lock in 


OVER 150 anti-nazi demonstrators ensured that the 
Oxford University European Affairs Society’s platform 
for Peter Sichrovsky, a leading MEP of the far-right 
Austrian Freedom Party (FPO), was a disaster. 

The OUEAS was forced to cancel one venue and bring 
the meeting forward to 5pm in the afternoon. It was only 
open to members of the OUEAS, which had been forced 
to turn away new members in the weeks before the 
meeting. 

Sichrovsky had to be smuggled in by police. Protesters 
then surrounded the meeting and persuaded some 
OUEAS members not to attend. The audience of around 
15 people was blockaded inside and forced to wait three 
hours while police and security officers tried to prise the 
locks off the doors. 

Outrageously Oxford University gave the meeting offi- 
cial backing “to enable freedom of speech to be exer- 
cised”. This was in the same week that Jorg Haider, the 
FPO leader, was quoted calling for the elimination of 
illegal immigrants. 

In the run-up to the meeting Sichrovsky kept up a bar- 
rage of abusive phone calls to the Anti Nazi League 
denouncing it as antisemitic for opposing him. 

The level of policing was excessive and one student 
was injured. The ANL was joined by members of Labour 
Students, Oxford University Student Union, Oxford 
University Jewish Society and CWU members. 

Sichrovsky had to be smuggled out of the building. 
The Clerk to the Proctors said “There are a number of 
tunnels under the City of Oxford but I couldn't possibly 
say if that was the exit he chose”. What a fitting exit 
through the sewers for the rat! 


Feltham murder sparks inquiry 


LAST MONTH saw the launch of a formal investigation 
into allegations of racism in prisons. The enquiry, led by 
the Commission for Racial Equality (CRE), follows the 
murder of Zahid Mubarak by his racist cellmate at 
Feltham young offenders’ institution in west London 
last year. Mubarak, 19, was beaten to death on the day 
he was due to be released from Feltham, after serving a 
sentence for minor and petty offences. He was killed by 
his cellmate, Robert Stewart, 20, who had severe mental 
health problems and was known for his racist views. 

An internal investigation by the prison service 
revealed that there had been multiple failings in this 
case, including a lack of checks on racist letters sent by 
Stewart. 

The CRE’s investigation will look at racism in Feltham 
and Brixton Prison, where Claude Johnson, a black 
prison officer, has only recently returned to work after 
winning damages for race discrimination. Conditions in 
the privately run Parc prison in Brigend, South Wales, 
will also be investigated following allegations of racial 
tension between ethnic groups, and between Welsh and 
English prisoners. 

Gurbux Singh, chair of the CRE, said the inquiry, 
which is expected to last for up to eight months, would 
be as far reaching as the Stephen Lawrence inquiry. The 
investigation will examine the “worrying gap” between 
the prison service's policy and practice. “It is simply 
unacceptable that racial bullying, harassment, violence 
and indeed murder takes place in the prison service 
today,” he declared. 

It was also revealed in November that any prison offi- 
cers found to be members of far-right groups such as the 
British National Party would be automatically dismissed 
from the service under reforms set up by Martin Narey, 
the prison service director. 
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decided to star in and produce a film provisionally 

titled The Leni Riefenstahl Project. One can glean a 
good sense of the likely tone of the film from the several 
interviews Foster has given to the industry press. In one, 
she announced that she was attracted to Riefenstahl as 
a pioneer “feminist”. In another interview, Foster spoke 
of the allure of Riefenstahl’s story. “She was perhaps one 
of the greatest filmmakers of all time, and yet her name 
will be forever linked to the horror of Nazi Germany. 
There is no other woman in the 20th century who has 
been so admired and so vilified simultaneously.” 

Elsewhere, Foster has continued in the same vein, 
“Riefenstahl was an innovator. She is an amazing char- 
acter: stubborn as a mule and technically one of the 
finest women filmmakers ever.” I am not going to sug- 
gest here that Foster should refrain from making the 
film — I haven't read a script, and I don’t know anyone 
who has. But I do know that when I heard about this 
project, something seemed very wrong to me. 

It is worth remembering the events of Riefenstahl’s 
life. Born in 1902, to a rich family living near Red 
Wedding (the socialist heartland of Berlin), Riefenstahl 
trained as a dancer and only later chose the cinema. 
Invited by Adolf Hitler to film the Nazi Party’s 1934 rally, 
she produced Triumph of the Will. This is an extraordi- 
nary film, one of those pictures whose shots have been 
endlessly recycled by Hollywood. It is often described as 
great cinema, but it is also a film ode to Nazism. 

The heart of the picture is a tribute to the German 
dead of 1914-18. Hitler marches slowly, like a priest, 
with thousands of faithful soldiers standing at either 
side. Many of the most famous crowd scenes of Nazism 
were borrowed from the shots of Hitler addressing the 
crowd. The camera lingers on the Nazi leader. 
Everything was filmed to glorify the Nazi state. 

Two years later, Riefenstahl filmed the Berlin 
Olympics. Again Olympia was a technical triumph. The 
use of high and low perspectives, aerial shots, underwa- 
ter scenes and other innovations made the film an 
extraordinary, gripping spectacle. Such techniques have 
entered into the canon of sports photography. But the 
film was also a piece of open Nazi propaganda. 

Olympia was first shown on Hitler's 49th birthday. 
With friends in the hierarchy (including Julius Streicher, 
the most rabid of all the Nazi antisemites), Riefenstahl 
became perhaps the best known female Nazi. She was a 
privileged member of the German ruling class, one of a 
tiny number of women who were allowed to flourish 
under the regime, while the majority were forced back 
into the home. Riefenstahl was undoubtedly a talented 
filmmaker, but her skill was used for an unjust cause. 
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After the war, Riefenstahl was banned from making 
films again, and interned for three years in Allied camps. 
Allegations that she had used Gypsies as extras, knowing 
that they would be later sent to their deaths, were never 
proven but have overshadowed her work since then. In 
the 1970s, there was a sustained effort to rehabilitate 
Riefenstahl’s name. A book of African images, Last of the 
Nuba, seemed to represent a turn away from the Nazi 
themes of Riefenstahl’s past. Instead of uniforms, the 
shots were taken of a perfect, muscular, noble black 
tribe. Yet as Susan Sontag has shown, the pictures were 
composed of old scenes — conflict, sexualised violence 
and racial myth. In effect, the political content of 
Riefenstahl’s art had not changed in 40 years. 

Riefenstahl is still alive. Other former leading Nazis 
have responded to their defeat in one of two ways. Some 
have apologised profusely for their crimes. One such 
was Albert Speer, Hitler’s architect, who went from pro- 
gramme to programme in the 1970s confessing that he 
and his friends had been wrong. Others have continued 
to preach a Nazi message. I think of Gertrud Scholtz- 
Klink, whose meeting with the American academic 
Claudia Koonz is described in Koonz’s book, Mothers in 
the Fatherland. Koonz expected to meet a repentant ex- 
Nazi, but found instead someone who continued to 
identify with Hitler’s crimes, “This woman, who for 
twelve years imposed utter orthodoxy on her staff and 
dispatched Nazi propaganda to millions of German 
women, now castigated the current German govern- 
ment for limiting her freedom to extol the Nazi past”. 
Which side is Riefenstahl on? Everything I know of her 
life places her in the second, unrepentant camp. 

So Jodie Foster’s biopic will present a real person, an 
ageing Nazi who has tried for several decades to return 
to public favour. I believe that it would be possible to 
make an intelligent indictment of Riefenstahl’s life, a 
film which explained the motives of the woman while 
rejecting absolutely everything she stood for. Foster 
has shot “issue” films before. The first film she directed, 
The Accused, took the side of a rape victim. The Accused 
was about as critical as American cinema gets. But the 
complex narrative that would do justice to Riefenstahl’s 
crimes is the sort of film Hollywood seems to have for- 
gotten how to make. Profitable films thrive these days 
on action and spectacle, not moral critique. I worry 
that Foster’s film might in practice choose the easy 
option, portraying Riefenstahl as a woman innovator, 
separating her art from her political life. There is an 
easy myth to latch on to which claims that Riefenstahl 
was a feminist, but her politics were the very opposite 
of that. And if Foster gets this film wrong, we'll all be 
less for her mistake. 
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Skinhead citadel collapses 
From Rasmus Juel in Copenhagen 


BLOOD AND HONOUR'’S Danish section has failed in 
its effort to turn a building on the island of Langeland 
into a so-called “fortress”. Consisting of a small house 
with a fence around it, the property was used as a base 
for the harassment of refugees, a Rudolf Hess com- 
memoration march and two concerts, in a bid to 
impress Blood and Honour’s Scandinavian leader, Erik 
Bliicher. 

Maintaining activity in and around this “fortress”, 
however, now seems to have proved too much for the 
small-time criminals who make up Blood and Honour 
Denmark. Some activists have been jailed and the nazis 
have decamped into nearby Svendborg, setting up shop 
in an apartment rented by a leading member and 
harassing local leftists with reinforcements from 
Copenhagen and Arhus. The main target for their 
hatred is a local politician who campaigned to get them 
evicted from Langeland. 

Fed up with the nazis’ antics, Svendborg residents are 
now following in the footsteps of their counterparts in 
smaller towns such as Kvers and Kollund who have 
successfully driven nazis out of their communities. 

When left-wing groups called a residents’ meeting 
was called on 24 October, Blood and Honour activists 
turned up and tried to storm the meeting. Three of 
them were arrested. A further meeting a week later 
attracted over 200 people who voted unanimously to 
make 9 November a day of anti-fascist solidarity. On the 
day, more than 300 local people turned out to hear the 
town’s mayor denounce the presence of nazis in 
Svendborg. A big anti-fascist demonstration took place 
in central Copenhagen at the same time. 

Meanwhile, in the village of Norresundby, 250 people 
rallied against the establishment of a Danish National 
Socialist Movement (DNSB) bunker in a house inher- 
ited from a Waffen-SS veteran. Local people there have 
been staging daily protests against the DNSB for the 
past 17 months, vowing to continue until their commu- 
nity is free of nazis. 
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Bad times for bad boys 
by Gerry Gable 


FOUR SENIOR members of the Italian fascist third posi- 
tionist group, Forza Nuova (FN), have been charged by 
DIGOS, the Italian Anti-Terrorist Squad, for running a 
vicious website by the name of “Holywarvszog”. The site 
posted 10,000 family names of people across Europe sus- 
pected of “having Jewish connections” plus hardline 
hate material from the notorious tsarist forgery, The 
Protocols of the Elders of Zion, to anti-Jewish cartoons. 

Much of the material resembles earlier hate material 
distributed by Ahmed Rami, who is based in Sweden and 
backed by certain Middle Eastern embassies and US hate 
groups. While this new site has its main base in Pisa, Italy, 
the original site, entitled “HolyWar”, is run by an Anglo- 
Norwegian-Italian, using a US-based service provider. 

An international police investigation has unearthed 
documentary evidence of connections with France, The 
Netherlands and Austria, with Russia the main target. 

Using the 1993 Mancino anti-hate laws for the first 
time, police traced some of the key people behind the 
operation, who turned out to be four senior FN mem- 
bers. They are accused of allowing the site to be used to 
distribute antisemitic material and to incite hate crimes. 
They appear to have been appointed as webmasters by 
none other than Roberto Fiore, the convicted terrorist 
leader of the FN. 

The strangest element in all this is the support they 
have attracted from Emma Bonino, the leader of the 
Radical Party and former Italian presidential candidate. 
The allegedly progressive Ms Bonino had already caused 
consternation when it emerged that she had in been in 
secret negotiations with Jean Marie Le Pen, leader of the 
French fascist Front National, to try and form an alterna- 
tive group in the European Parliament. Her party’s fairly 
large Jewish membership fled overnight. 

Ms Bonino claimed that the moves by the police and 
Italian postal authorities to close the website hindered 
their “liberty of expression” and the “growth of the 
Internet”. It appears that third positionist ideas have 
become an important part of the Radical Party’s agenda. 

It is unclear whether the FN’s new friendship with Ms 
Bonino will affect Fiore’s offer of his party’s two to three 
per cent of the vote to Silvio Berlusconi's right-wing Pole 
of Liberty in next year’s parliamentary election. So far 
Berlusconi has not rejected Fiore’s support. 

The Italian Jewish community is already worried about 
the Lega Nord, which forms part of the Pole of Liberty. An 
open letter voices concern about the Lega’s anti-Jewish 
and anti-Muslim activities. Berlusconi has said he will 
personally guarantee the safety of the Jewish community 
if he wins the elections, a less than worthless promise. 

The website arrests come on top of the trial in Verona 
of 43 of Fiore’s skinhead thugs on charges including 
assault, threats and distribution of hate material. Fiore 
will no doubt hope his meeting this month with the 
Austrian fascist leader Jorg Haider will take his mind off 
these setbacks. Haider is visiting the Pope on 15 
December to present a Christmas tree from his 
Carinthian state to the Vatican. 

This is not the first time Haider has met the Pope. His 
nazi family were given a private audience at the Vatican a 
number of years ago. But Haider is facing his own prob- 
lems, with recent revelations of skullduggery, corrupt 
police connections and extremism. 





Nazi apologists in Hungary 
From Karl Pfeifer in Budapest. 


EVERY SUNDAY morning, Radio Budapest, a public serv- 
ice station, broadcasts Vasdrnapi Ujsdg (Sunday Journal), 
an obnoxious mixture of “religion”, gutter journalism, 
chauvinistic raving and antisemitic incitement. 

The programme conveys the impression that Jews are 
to blame for the fact that Hungarians had to live for so 
many years in a “people's democracy’. Whenever it fea- 
tures reports of embezzlement or corruption, the fact that 
the accused is Catholic or Protestant is never mentioned. 
If it is a Jew, however, it never goes without mention. 

The public radio complaints commission has accepted 
complaints by the Jewish community about the pro- 
gramme's constant stream of antisemitism, but has taken 
no disciplinary action against the show's producer, who 
belongs to the extreme right-wing party Hungarian Life 
and Justice (MIEP), led by former writer Istvan Csurka. 

Sunday Journal responded to the complaint with a let- 
ter from the “Conservative Circle of Sarospatak” declar- 
ing: “Contrary to the leaders of the Association of 
Hungarian Jews, we are not fed up with Sunday Journal 
but are fed up that a religious minority, or a group that is 
said to be a religious minority, terrorises the whole of our 
society and forces its chauvinistic rhetoric on the country 
and, with unscrupulous immorality, has stamped on and 
reviled Hungarians for half a century”. 

Sunday Journal also regularly broadcasts material from 
articles in MIEP’s weekly, Magyar Férum. On 12 October 
the paper's assistant chief editor, Zoltan Sz6cs, published 
an article about “the hysteria of Hungarian Jews’, in which 
he defended the Hungarian Nazi Mihaly Kolosvari- 
Boresa, executed as a war criminal after the liberation. 
Szécs’s article, prompted by the reissue of one of 
Kolosvari-Borcsa’s books, claimed that he was delivered 
“into the hands of the hangman”. 

Kolosvari-Borcsa was a member of the lower house of 
the Hungarian parliament, he was appointed, a few weeks 
after the Nazi occupation, by the German Army as press 
commissioner with direct control of almost all matters 
relating to the press and publishing. He was also in charge 
of the Hungarian Press Agency and Hungarian Radio. He 
had previously served as chief of the press department in 
the extreme rightist Imrédy government in 1938-39. 

Even before the German occupation, Kolosvari-Borcsa 
was shouting for a “final solution” to the “Jewish problem’. 
While a government commissioner, he directed the pro- 
Axis propaganda campaign against the Allies. 

He was also in the forefront of the pro-Nazi propagan- 
dists responsible for fanning the flames of anti-Jewish 
psychosis in Hungary. In a radio speech, he claimed that 
the government had finally managed to “create a clear sit- 
uation” in the cultural sphere by preventing Jewish 
authors from publishing their works and by closing down 
all Jewish-owned book stores and publishing houses. 

Kolosvari-Borcsa’s moment of triumph came on 16 
June 1944, when he presided over a bookburning cere- 
mony, accompanied by the press attaché of the German 
Legation in Budapest. According to official reports, the 
ceremony involved the destruction of the works of 120 
Hungarian and 130 foreign authors of Jewish background. 
This “festivity”, which was filmed for propaganda pur- 
poses, included the destruction of 447,627 books. 

That such an apology for a Nazi war criminal can be 
published in the weekly journal of a party that is currently 
represented in Hungarian parliament, and which is giving 
the Hungarian government its quiet support, makes it less 
surprising that the Hungarian government could invite 
conservative Austrian politicians to Budapest, at a time 
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the Austrian government encourages Hungarian govern- 
ment politicians to believe that if they do not win a major- 
ity in the next election, they will be able to govern 
Hungary with the open help of Csurka’s fascist party. 

The Hungarian Army, which is part of Nato, has not 
been able to wait so long and has promoted the historian, 
Robert Szalay, to the rank of lieutenant-colonel of the 
reserve. Szalay published a book about “the real history of 
1956”, in which he eulogises Ferenc Szalasi, the leader of 
the Hungarian Nazi Arrow Cross Party, who was hanged 
for his crimes after the liberation. 

Hungary's Defence Minister, Janos Szabo, has defended 
the promotion of this Nazi apologist, who had the cheek 
to declare in a television broadcast that it was Szalasi to 
whom the Jewish survivors of Budapest owe their life. The 
truth is rather different. No sooner was the radio broad- 
casting station in the hands of the fascists in October 1944 
than it began a vicious campaign against the “Judeo- 
Bolshevik menace’, inciting mobs to anti-Jewish violence. 

By the time of the Arrow Cross coup in 1944, the 
Hungarian Jewish community had been reduced to a 
third. Intoxicated by years of antisemitic propaganda and 
egged on by their leaders, frenzied gangs of Arrow Cross 
youths, many in their early teens, began an anarchic spree 
of murder and looting. These Arrow Cross mobs slaugh- 
tered several hundreds of Jews during the night of 15 
October 1944. 

The nightmare of the Hungarian Jews continued until 
the end of the Arrow Cross terror. Those Jews who 
remained were liberated on 4 April 1945, when Hungary 
was finally cleared of German and Hungarian Nazi troops. 
The rapid advance of the Soviet forces was the major fac- 
tor in the liberation of the ghetto and of the Jews in the 
rest of Budapest. 

That Magyar Férum absolves one war criminal and 
promotes an apologist for another is a signal that the 
Hungarian government and its silent partner are not 
ready to accept the values of democracy. 


BELGIUM 


Anti-revisionist law enforced 
From Wim Haelsterman 
of AFF-Verzet/Résistances 


THE BRUSSELS Court of Justice has successfully 
enforced anti-Holocaust denial legislation, passed by 
the Belgian parliament in March 1995. On 7 
November, David Vercruysse, a far-right activist, was 
handed a six-month suspended sentence, fined £650 
and ordered to publish the complete text of his con- 
viction in two national newspapers. 

Vercruysse was convicted for distributing the August 
1997 edition of Final Conflict, the magazine of the fas- 
cist International Third Position in Britain, which con- 
tained a revisionist article. The court’s verdict was that 
this was a clear violation of Belgian laws prohibiting 
any form of denial, minimalisation, justification or 
approval of the Nazi genocide. 

The owner of the Brussels bookshop where Final 
Conflict was on sale was also charged but walked free, 
his entire stock of Final Conflict confiscated. Although 
he was not convicted, the judge criticised him for sell- 
ing revisionist publications. 

Vercruysse, who failed to attend court, has been 
active in various Belgian New Right and other far-right 
extremist groups. In recent years he has served on the 
editorial board of the nazi Europe Nouvelle magazine. 
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Voting along the racial faultline 
Greens, browns and the 
red, white and blue 


As Searchlight goes to press, neither Democrat 
Al Gore nor Republican George W Bush can lay 
firm and final claim to the presidency. The 
weeks of indecision have spawned a mini- 
industry of internet jokes and late-night televi- 
sion talk show monologues: “The Queen has 
decided to revoke American independence on 
the grounds that the former colonies cannot 
rule themselves,” or “Slobodan Milosevic has 
offered to annex the state of Florida to 
Yugoslavia in exchange for help in his own 
campaign against Kostunica”. 
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HE BANANA Republic of America is about to be 
ruled by the son of a former prime minister, 
whose quest for office was abetted by his 
brother — chief of a state whose six million vot- 
ers could not make up their mind, so dear 
brother did it for them. But as the vote counting has 
dragged on, Americans are turning off the news about 
the election and switching their TVs to football scores 
and Christmas commercials. Sadly, the incessant chat- 
ter about Palm Beach's hand recount has pushed any 
real analysis of the election cycle off the screen. 

Here it is in butterfly ballot form. Despite claims that 
Bush and Gore were in fact twins, otherwise known as 
Gush and Bore, both “third party” efforts failed miser- 
ably. One third party was more miserable than the 
other, but the entirety of votes for Pat Buchanan's 
Reform Party and Ralph Nader’s Green Party did not 
total even five per cent of the electorate. The electorate, 
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on the other hand, was sharply divided. The most stead- 
fast Democrats — women, blacks, Latinos and other 
people of colour — were joined by larger than usual 
numbers of trade unionists. Jews turned out in great 
percentages, inspired no doubt by Senator Joe 
Lieberman's vice presidential candidacy — the first Jew 
on a national ticket. The Republican Party claimed 
everyone else who punched a ballot, meaning the white 
American heartland. 

But its most zealous voters were those inspired by the 
Rev Pat Robertson's so-called family values, or con- 
vinced by Charlton Heston’s imprecations against gun 
control. Under the gushbore radar screen, sharp state 
and local contests marked the ideological divide on 
social issues such as gay rights and interracial marriage. 
(In Oregon, for example, a statutory prohibition on 
teaching about homosexuality in the schools passed 
with little organised opposition.) The campaign finance 
reform issue, which dominated the primary elections 
last winter and spring, faded from first to fourth place as 
the presidential aspirants raced to the end. In short: 
precious little was settled by the over one billion dollars 
(really) spent on electioneering this year; and come 
January 2001 Americans will get back to fighting 
amongst themselves as usual. 


Ralph Nader: unsafe at any speed? 

For the first time since Henry Wallace’s Progressive Party 
won a million votes in 1948, a credible “third party” can- 
didate emerged on the left. Ralph Nader had earned 
respect as a tireless consumer advocate who forced 
automobile corporations to provide seat belts. This year 
he vigorously carried the Green Party’s banner, particu- 
larly to university campuses and young audiences. He 
railed against the corrupt influence of multinational 
corporations on campaign finance and blasted so- 
called free trade policies which imperilled the living 
standards of American workers. 

Although the Green Party’s platform was pro-choice 
on abortion and progressive on civil rights causes, he 
rarely stumped on these issues. Nader and the Greens 
did win endorsements from several prominent black 
activists, but others were critical of Nader’s failure to 
forthrightly address racial issues before his predomi- 
nantly white audiences. In the end, Nader took three 
per cent or 2,756,000 votes nationally. This was not 
enough to fulfill his stated goal: to win the Green Party 
federal matching funds for the next election cycle. And 
the Greens remain almost completely a creature of 
white environmentalists. 


Exit Pat Buchanan 
Even less successful was Pat Buchanan, the former 
Nixon and Reagan White House aide who left the 
Republican Party one year ago. Buchanan joined the 
Reform Party and marched through its state conven- 
tions on his way to seizing control of its national appa- 
ratus. His pitchfork brigades stalled badly, however, in 
the campaign’s final months. Buchanan’s troubles 
began after revelations that hard-core white suprema- 
cist ideologues had squatted among the softer followers 
of party founder Ross Perot. Picture this: Mark Cotterill, 
founder of the American Friends of the British National 
Party, stuffing envelopes for the anti-immigrant candi- 
date at party headquarters in Virginia. Pat’s sister, Bay 
Buchanan, discharged Cotterill and a dozen others like 
him after a report by the Center for New Community 
exposed his shenanigans. At the last moment, Perot loy- 
alists put up a rearguard battle to save their party at its 
July convention in Long Beach. The Perotistas failed 
and Buchanan won the prize, US$12.6 million in federal 
campaign matching funds. But the fight so bloodied 
Buchanan that he had little claim on the reformers’ 
allegiances. 

Shut off from the political centre, Buchanan quickly 
compounded the felony by stinging his comrades to the 


right and choosing Ezola Foster as his vice-presidential 
candidate. Foster’s chief claim was that she was an 
unknown black woman faced with allegations of mental 
instability. And she may have cheated her way into dis- 
ability payments from the state of California. Her pro- 
fessed love for the Confederate battle flag did little to 
assuage those such as Jared Taylor of American 
Renaissance, who denounced Buchanan for abandon- 
ing an explicit white racist politic. Others such as 
Liberty Lobby’s Willis Carto stayed loyal to the bitter 
end. Liberty Lobby promoted its own “Americans for 
Buchanan” organisation and defended the former 
Republican from charges of racial treason. Perhaps the 
scent of millions of dollars in campaign funds was too 
hard for Carto to ignore. If only Buchanan could get in 
the nationally televised debates, the reasoning went, 
voters would swell his ranks. 

On 7 November, however, Buchanan delivered nei- 
ther votes nor money to his erstwhile comrades on the 
far right. Hobbled by bad health after the convention, 
Buchanan didn’t start campaigning until September. By 
then he was forced to cede the broad anti-free trade ter- 
rain to Nader and hunt for votes in obscure right-wing 
haunts such as Bob Jones University, known once for its 
segregationist student policies. After spending all $12 
million, however, Buchanan netted only 447,000 votes — 
less than one per cent of the total. Militiameister Bo 
Gritz won almost half as many votes, with only one 
twentieth of the funds, as a Populist Party candidate in 
1992. The end result was less than nothing. Pat 
Buchanan, hailed for ten years as the saviour of white 
nationalism, took only 12 months to spoil the move- 
ment’s best shot at establishing a viable third party 
apparatus. 

It would be a mistake, however, to conflate 
Buchanan's third party failure with the collapse of white 
nationalism itself. Consider the state of South Carolina. 
Buchanan won only 3,400 votes there in November, 
while almost twice that number marched last January to 
defend the Confederate battle flags flying from the 
statehouse pole. Or consider Alabama, where a referen- 
dum was on the ballot to ratify changes in the state con- 
stitution. 

Section 102 of the constitution had long read: “The 
legislature shall never pass any law to authorize or 
legalize any marriage between any white person and a 
negro, or descendant of a negro”. The constitution had 
also prohibited said “miscegenists”, as well as “idiots 
and insane persons” and various kinds of criminals, 
from registering to vote. Finally, 135 years after the offi- 
cial end of slavery, 802,000 Alabamians voted to end the 
proscription of “miscegenation’” and allow interracial 
couples full citizenship rights. Although the ban was 
constitutionally lifted, it should be noted that 544,000 
voted to keep it in place. 

Allowing for a small number of black people who may 
have voted against “miscegenation” (as well as a num- 
ber of mistaken ballots), it is reasonable to assume that 
approximately half a million white people in Alabama 
voted against “miscegenation’” — and, in effect, for white 
nationalism. Did Pat Buchanan receive 500,000 votes in 
Alabama? No! He won a mere 3,400. Where did the other 
496,600 racists go? They probably didn’t vote for 
Democrat Al Gore or Ralph Nader's Green Party. 

The racist vote in Alabama and the anti-gay vote in 
Oregon, as well as their implications on the structure of 
the electorate nationally, have so far escaped much 
notice — even in the left and liberal press. Leftists are 
busy squabbling about Ralph Nader and the Greens, 
just as the nightly news broadcasts focus only on ballot 
counting in Palm Beach County. But the day after the 
president is inaugurated next January, one and all will 
pay the price for ignoring the unsubtle influence which 
white nationalism continues to have. 


With thanks for research assistance by Dan Levitas. 
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MNR launches election manifesto 
From REFLEXes in Paris 


BRUNO MEGRET’S Mouvement National Républicain 
(MNR) has unveiled its new programme to fight next 
year’s elections. This is a decisive step for the party 
because the only way it has been able so far to distin- 
guish itself from its right-wing extremist competitors 
in the Front National (FN) has been through Mégret’s 
statements. 

Although the programmes of the two organisations 
have been more or less the same, the style of presen- 
tation has differed and if anything the MNR’s racism, 
which dwells heavily on the theme of “French iden- 
tity”, is more clear-cut than the crude brand purveyed 
by the FN. 

The importance of the MNR’s new programme, 
which was unveiled on 20 October and will be 
analysed in future editions of Searchlight, lies in the 
fact that it attempts to create the illusion that the 
party has reached some new level of political maturity 
and legitimacy and is casting off the shadow of the 
FN. 

The MNR, however, has distinguished itself more 
through its court appearances than through its pro- 
gramme in recent weeks. Mégret’s wife, Catherine, 
and the deputy mayor of the party’s Vitrolles strong- 
hold, Hubert Fayard, have each been given a three- 
month suspended jail.sentence, ordered to pay a 
£10,500 fine and been barred from holding public 
office for two years for discrimination and incitement 
to discrimination. 

Their convictions were the result of their attempt to 
introduce a maternity benefit payment of £500 for 
French (or clearly white) women in Vitrolles. This 
scheme was an attempt to put into practice their ideas 
of racist “national preference” — one of the most cher- 
ished notions of the French extreme right. 

The MNR campaigned against the trial, with Bruno 
Mégret’s personal contribution consisting of being 
ordered out of the courtroom. Significantly, the FN’s 
leader, Jean-Marie Le Pen, who usually does not miss 
the slightest opportunity to reproach Mégret, went 
out of his way to support his wife. 

Another case that has impaired the MNR’s attempts 
to win respectability involved Christian Mollier, an 
MNR activist charged with “provocation to discrimi- 














nation” and acts of violence. A court in Gren 
heard on 3 October how, on 18 November last 
Mollier and a number of other fascists, wearing h 
and armed with baseball bats, had stormed a local 
conference on immigration. 

Neither case, however, has inhibited Mégret’s 
efforts to reach agreements with the most reactionary 
wing of the mainstream right. At the end of October 
he made a “unity appeal” to the maverick anti- 
Europe, anti-immigrant campaigner, Philippe de 
Villiers, and Jean-Claude Gaudin, the mayor of 
Marseille, for next year’s elections. 

Despite the evidence of the MNR’s lawlessness and 
the conservative and liberal parties’ proscription of 
blocs with the extreme right, there are signs that the 
MNR’s attempts to form alliances are meeting a posi- 
tive response in some quarters. 

In the Rh6éne area, where in 1997 the liberal election 
candidate, Charles Million, proposed a pact with the 
FN, two sitting regional councillors have suggested 
drawing up a joint candidates’ list with Denis de 
Boutteiler. De Boutteiller, a former full-time FN 
employee in the Rhodne-Alpes region, is now the 
MNR’s treasurer. 

At the same as trying to get close to the mainstream 
right, the MNR has been trying to put distance 
between itself and the Terre et Peuple organisation, 
which for a long time has acted as a bridge between 
hardcore nazis and the bigger parties of the extreme 
right. Relations between the MNR’s youth group and 
the national-revolutionary Unité Radicale also seem 
to have been put on ice. 

The chief beneficiary of Mégret’s political gymnas- 
tics is, ironically, most likely to be Le Pen. However, 
the FN too is in the grip of legal problems, not least a 
police investigation into a nazi gathering, held in 
December last year and attended by EN officials, at 
which the participants chanted antisemitic slogans, 
sang anthems of the Third Reich and made Hitler 
salutes, all in front of a Nazi flag. 

Police raided the homes of FN activists and found a 
revolver ,a rifle, and explosives. The FN complain that 
the activists have been framed, but behind the scenes 





Le Pen has suspended them from membership and _ 


referred two of them to a party disciplinary tribunal. 
But Le Pen himself is no better an example. On 6 
October, he lost his seat in the European Parliament 
after losing his appeal against an earlier conviction 
for punching a female Socialist Party election candi- 
date in Mantes-la-Jolie in May 1997. 
Le Pen was ordered to pay fines of £800, given a 


three-month suspended prison sentence and disqual- 


ified from holding office for a year. Althoug 
attempted, on 23 October, to take his case to 
European Court of Human Rights, i : 
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~ NORWAY SWEDEN 


Bank raid nazis arrested 
From Monitor in Oslo 


TWO LEADERS of the Oslo nazi Bootboys gang were 
arrested for bank robbery on 23 October after police 
chased them across the Swedish border. 

According to the police, one of them entered a bank in 
Halden, near the Swedish border, with a sawn-off shot- 
gun and ordered a cashier to hand over money. Netting 
less than £9,000, Terje Sjolie and Werner Holm made off 
in a stolen car with false Swedish number plates. 

Despite the fact that American movies available in 
Norwegian video shops insist that bank robbers should 
have two or three getaway cars, the duo drove the same 
car across the Swedish border. 

Pursued by Norwegian and Swedish police, the pair, 
armed with the shotgun and an AG3 assault rifle, tried to 
count the money, only to be drenched in green paint 
from exploding colour cartridges hidden in their loot. 

After a car chase in which police used helicopters and 
several cars were damaged, the two men were finally 
arrested in Karlstad, about 50 kilometres inside Sweden. 
Holm has confessed to the crime but Sjolie is refusing to 
talk. Sjolie was recently sentenced to three years in 
prison for attempted murder while Holm, on the same 
day as the robbery, was convicted for violence. 

Sjolie is also facing charges for incitement to racial 
hatred, after his speech at the Rudolf Hess march in 
August in which he accused the Jews of plundering the 
country and “replacing our values with immoral and un- 
Norwegian values”. 

Their leaders behind bars, Bootboys activists are con- 
centrating more on crime than politics. Another leading 
member, Ole Nicolai Kvisler, has been charged with 
eight different incidents, mostly car theft, since mid- 
August. His latest arrest was on 9 November when he, 
together with convicted arsonist Erik Lauritzen and 
Morten Svendsen, was arrested for driving a stolen car. 

Strangely, other nazis seem to envy the Bootboys — also 
known as the Boozeboys because of their propensity for 
drinking — for their ability to notch up criminal convic- 
tions. In the southern city of Kristiansand, 15 fascists 
have deserted Tore William Tvedt’s nazi group Vigrid to 
form a local branch of the Bootboys. Less soaked in alco- 
hol than their Oslo-based comrades, they have picked 
several fights with young immigrants in the town centre. 

Despite the focus on street violence and crime, some 
nazis are still trying to emulate the Front National in 
France by establishing a suit-and-tie party. To this end, 
the Norwegian National Alliance, formerly known as the 
White Electoral Alliance, has changed its name to 
Norwegian Popular Party. 

The party’s leader is Oddbjorn Jonstad, who was 
thrown out of Carl I. Hagen’s Progress Party last 
September. Jonstad reached public prominence during 
last year’s election campaign when he demanded the 
internment of all asylum seekers. 

Jonstad is the leader but the main wire-pullers are the 
well known nazis, Arnljot Moseng and Kjell Tore 
Vogsland, who run the party’s web server and the news- 
paper Fremtid (Future) as a private company registered 
in their own names. 

Apart from the changed appearance of its website, 
there is nothing new about the Popular Party, whose 
recent poster campaign in Bergen was very effectively 
sabotaged by local anti-fascists. The political climate for 
fascists in Norway remains arctic and, because the nazis 
spend most of their time in prison or drinking, the real 
challenge will come from the right-wing populist 
Progress Party. 





Nazis at NPD training camp 
From Expo in Stockholm 


THIRTY ACTIVISTS from the Swedish nazi National 
Youth (NU) joined 70 activists of the 
Nationaldemokratische Partei Deutschlands (NPD) 
youth organisation, the Junge Nationaldemokraten 
(JN), at asummer camp in June, it has been revealed. 

The meeting, which took place in Harzbergen, south 
of Hannover, resulted from an earlier JN decision to cre- 
ate “more intensive contact with nationalistic youth in 
different countries’. The NU is one of Sweden’s most 
militant nazi groups and the three men jailed for last 
year’s murder of the Stockholm trade unionist, Bjérn 
Sdderberg, were all connected with the organisation. 

The NU’s contribution to the JN camp was to lead a 
series of “survivalist courses’, including practical lessons 
in the art of purifying water, first aid, lighting a fire in the 
open and evading dogs when being chased. 

Before the Swedish nazis departed, they took part in a 
ceremony in which the JN’s leader, Sascha Rossmiiller, 
and the NU leader, Erik Hagglund, exchanged national 
flags and promised “increased bi-national cooperation” 
to form the basis of a “Nationalist North European 
Alliance”. A JN visit to Sweden can be expected. 

While the JN’s description of events at the camp 
paints a jaunty picture of a Hitler youth-type gathering 
of 1930s-style youngsters in shorts and pageboy hair- 
cuts, the boy scout image masks increased collaboration 
between two of Europe’s most dangerous nazi youth 
groups. The NU’s link with the NPD and JN is hardly a 
surprise because both organisations are admirers of the 
US nazi terrorist guru, William Pierce, who visited the 
JN’s rally in Falkenberg last year. 

In an interview following the camp, in the NPD’s 
monthly Deutsche Stimme, Hagglund, who works with 
the Swedish nazi paper People’s Tribune, complained 
bitterly about the ongoing “persecution of the national 
opposition in Sweden”. 

Hagglund’s interviewer was the 60-year-old Swedish 
nazi, Per Lennart Aae. Aae, an NPD ideologist and the 
party’s deputy chairman in Bavaria, has an interesting 
background. In the late 1950s and early 1960s, he joined 
the newly-formed Nordic Reich Party (NRP), led by 
Goran Assar Oredsson and his German-born wife Vera 
Oredsson. In his memoirs, Assar Oredsson describes 
Aae as a “young fighter”. 

As a teenager, Aae was also active in other nazi organ- 
isations, among them the so-called sports club, Viking, 
and the shadowy Carlberg Foundation, formed by the 
millionaire antisemite Carl Enfrid Carlberg, who was for 
some time one of the most important financiers of 
Swedish nazism. 

In 1964 Aae made national headlines in Sweden. A 
new party formed that year, the Swedish Christian 
Democratic Samlung (KDS), immediately became a tar- 
get for infiltration by extreme right-wingers looking for a 
respectable platform. One of these infiltrators was Aae 
who was appointed press secretary of the new party 
before he was exposed and speedily dumped. Vera 
Oredsson told Searchlight’s sister magazine Expo that 
Aae was one of the authors of the first KDS draft pro- 
gramme, a claim refuted by a member of the KDS’s 1964 
investigation committee into nazi infiltration. 

Aae later got a degree in engineering at the Swedish 
Royal Technical Academy, eventually finding employ- 
ment with the giant Siemens corporation in Bavaria. He 
moved to Germany in 1970 and became a German citi- 
zen. He has been a member of the NPD’s national exec- 
utive since 1996. 
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RUSSIA 


Fascists try on new masks 
From Mara Vladimirova 
in St Petersburg 


A SPLIT in Russia’s biggest and most radical fascist 
organisation has left its leader, Alexander Barkashov, 
isolated after being accused of wrecking the party. 

Four days after members of Russian National Unity 
(RNE) attacked a Jewish school in Ryazan on 17 
September, the leaders of 16 local RNE groups held a 
crisis meeting in Moscow. The meeting, at which the 
charge against Barkashov, 47, was made, was the result 
of an internal row that had already led to a walkout by 
26 local groups. 

Six days later Barkashov’s deputy, Oleg Kassin, was 
proclaimed leader of a new national-patriotic move- 
ment, Russian Regeneration, together with Andrei 
Dudinov and Yuri Vasin. Kassin, born in 1965, runs a 
paramilitary club called Varjagi in Kirov. Vasin, 39, leads 
a nationalist club, Vitjazi (Russian for mediaeval 
knight), in a small town close to Moscow. Both were 
candidates in last December’s parliamentary elections 
in December 1999. Dudinov is from Stavropol, a nation- 
alist stronghold in southern Russia. 

The leaders of the new movement plan to continue to 
support the RNE’s programme but will concentrate 
more on the values of the Russian Orthodox Church. Its 
main task will be “to struggle legally for political power,” 
said Kassin. Around 200 leaders of local RNE groups 
from 48 regions of Russia took part in its founding con- 
ference. 

Barkashov’s very public dismissal by his fellow nazis 
and the fact that Kassin told the press about the show- 
down indicate the depth of the crisis in an organisation 
that was supposedly secret and built on the fiihrer prin- 
ciple. Whether these events mark the end of the RNE or 
are merely a new trick in the movement's long-running 
game with the Russian authorities remains unclear. 

Certainly, the RNE’s role has been thrown into ques- 
tion. Founded in 1990, the RNE only really appeared on 
the political stage in October 1993 when its members 
were involved at the White House in Moscow during the 
armed conflict between Boris Yeltsin and the Russian 
parliament. 

Because it fought on the side of parliament, Yeltsin 
banned the RNE for a period but the party recruited 
new supporters attracted by its “heroic” image. As a 
result RNE candidates were able to participate in elec- 
tions in 1994 and 1995. 

The RNE’s programme and principles were outlined 
in its newspaper, Russky Poryadok (Russian Order), 
which was published irregularly until 1997, when it was 
outlawed. The ban did not deter the RNE from spread- 
ing propaganda by distributing leaflets in the streets 
and at underground stations and gluing them on walls 
as in St Petersburg. In Moscow, the RNE uses under- 
ground railway stations for its meetings because it is 
prohibited from having office premises. 

Though the RNE is notorious in Russia, it has little 
real support. Nevertheless, it has a positive reputation 
among Russian ultra-nationalists. RNE members ini- 
tially avoided using the term “fascist”. Now, they 
proudly proclaim themselves “Russian fascists”, 
attributing their swastika symbol and ideology to Slavic 
history and even referring to Sanskrit and Buddhist phi- 
losophy. Astrology and Buddhism were Barkashov’s per- 
sonal passions. 

The RNE’s ideologists babble about karma, the 
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energy of the Universe and the dark forces of occultism 
on the one hand, and about the salvation and regenera- 
tion of Russia on the other, in an attempt to create an 
impression of being “spiritual warriors”. Consciously or 
unconsciously, they view themselves as the political 
descendants of similar organisations in the past such as 
the “oprichniks” (repression troops) of Tsar Ivan the 
Terrible or the antisemitic Black Hundreds at the begin- 
ning of the twentieth century. 

Always militaristic, the RNE adopted black uniforms 
and was organised in regional groups according to a 
strict order of rank. The party’s mostly male members 
trained in sports clubs and on bodyguard courses, but 
some also worked in the paramilitary police force, 
OMON. 

According to RNE ideology, the organisation’s mem- 
bers were “always on alert” to act in conflict situations, 
but most of their violence was directed at anti-fascists 
or more often the police. 

Politically, the RNE was a catastrophe zone, failing to 
stand in last December's elections to the Duma because 
party members had forged signatures on their registra- 
tion papers. Although some Russian anti-fascists like to 
issue apocalyptic warnings about the RNE, the party 
mainly complains about its “persecution” by the 
authorities who in 1999 banned it in Moscow. 

In St Petersburg, in contrast, the authorities and 
police leave the RNE pretty much alone. Nevertheless, 
the local group has remained small and ineffective. The 
RNE’s former St Petersburg leader, Mikhail Lalochkin, 
comes from Voronezh, a town in the so-called “red 
zone” of Russia. His brother, Yevgeny, is the boss of 
Voronezh RNE. Mikhail Lalochkin, 29, was on the RNE’s 
candidates’ list for the parliamentary elections in 
December 1999 before he moved to Moscow. 
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The precise size of the RNE’s membership in St 
Petersburg is unknown but anti-fascists have identified 
many of the organisation’s core members. Among them 
is V. Stepanov, a lawyer, who has defended members of 
the RNE on several occasions. 

RNE members are not very visible in the centre of St 
Petersburg, preferring to focus their activities on the 
suburbs, where they hold internal meetings but seldom 
try to recruit people from the street. Attempts to talk 
with RNE members about their organisation, member- 
ship, structures and ideology are greeted with instant 
suspicion because they are paranoid about “infiltration 
by enemies”. Most of them do not appear to have a clear 
view of their own ideology, which is an eclectic mixture 
of national socialism, pagan symbolism and Russian 
Orthodoxy. 

After the RNE’s newspaper was banned, the organisa- 
tion tried to launch a new publication, Novaya Systema 
(New System), containing news about the party. Novaya 
Systema has been published every two to three months 
in St Petersburg since 1998 and is run by Tamara 
Mischenkova, who is its main editor as well as the 
apparent author of most of its articles. 

In general, Novaya Systema is anti-democratic and 
demagogic, violently attacking political leaders such as 
Yeltsin, Viadimir Putin and Gennady Zuganov, head of 
the Communist Party of the Russian Federation, slam- 
ming the mass media and laying into the Americans 
and Western culture. It regards the USA as the head- 
quarters of “World Zionism’. 

Novaya Systema is also full of pseudo-scientific mate- 
rial on psychology, medicine, astrology, genetics and 
mixed marriages. A good example was a series of arti- 
cles about American meat produced with hormones, 
claiming that men who eat this meat get female breasts 
and high-pitched voices. The paper alleged that the 
USA had used this meat to start a secret war against 
Europe for leadership of the world. 

Simplistic material like this is a good basis for the 
easy absorption of RNE ideology, which appears to be 
identical to the views expressed in Novaya Systema. 
There have already been five editions on the RNE. 
Mischenkova wrote the first, but since then RNE mem- 
bers have been doing much of the writing. 

Lalochkin’s articles have explained the RNE’s use of 
the swastika and its Hitler-salute greeting, linking them 
with ancient Slavic rites. Other articles boast about 
“unbelievable increases” in membership, which 
according to the the RNE stands at a grossly inflated 
count of 300,000 “heroes” ... all well trained mentally 
and physically”. 

An article devoted to the results of the December 
1999 election campaign blames a rabbi from Moscow 
for the party’s failure. But for him, it says, the RNE 
might have won 45 million votes. The same article tries 
to prove the “undemocratic” ways of Yuri Luzhkov, 
mayor of St Petersburg, by using the example of an anti- 
semitic demonstration by the National Socialist Front 
in Stockholm, which was permitted by the Swedish 
authorities. 

To explain away its electoral flops, the RNE talks 
about its “special” tactic of waiting for “the right 
moment” and the need for slow preparation of the pop- 
ulation for the victory of the “Russian Idea’. Issue 13 of 
Novaya Systema even carries the RNE’s main slogan 
“Glory for Russia!” By playing with the “unofficial” 
Novaya Systema, the RNE has been able to circumvent 
the ban on its official paper. 

Novaya Systema shows that state restrictions have not 
halted the distribution of extreme nationalist propa- 
ganda in Russia. Russian anti-fascists have came to the 
conclusion, however, that the RNE'’s notoriety is far big- 
ger than the organisation itself - events such as the 
attack in Ryazan notwithstanding — and that to exagger- 
ate the organisation’s importance can only cause polit- 
ical confusion. 






PORT for the collapsed Slobodan 
i ime in Yugoslavia is by no means 
limited to the government. Most Russian 
institutions and political parties hold the view 
that there were no irregularities in the recent 
Yugoslav elections. 
_ The pro-Milosevic lobby is politically very 
important in Russia, a fact that was emphasised 
when the Russian parliament, the Duma, 
rejected by 209 votes to 34 a motion to send a 
message of congratulations to the new Yugoslav 
premier Kostunica. 

It is among the national patriotic camp and 
the extreme right-wing followers of Viadimir 
Zhirinovsky that Milosevic’s downfall has been 

_most deplored. But the most eager of all to 
defend the former Belgrade leader has been the 

_feader of the Communist Party of the Russian 
Federation (KPRF), Gennady Zuganov, who said 
that the events of 6 October, when Milosevic 
‘was overthrown, were fuelled by “marijuana, 


- vodka and dollars”. 


The next day, the KPRF president of the Duma, 
Gennady Seleznev, urged Russia “not to 
_ recognise this coup d’état”. The communist daily 
Sovietskaya Rossiya was more restrained, 
publishing a story titled “Yugoslavia - a day of 
impotence”. 

The weekly newspaper Zavtra, the voice of the 
| national-communists, was less sanguine, 
depicting in its 12 October edition a vile 
antisemitic cartoon in which the US Secretary of 
_ State, Madeleine Albright, is holding up a map of 

Yugoslavia with crooked fingers. Kosovo and 
Montenegro have been torn off and she is 
chewing them voraciously. Albright is shown with 

| a Star of David earring and a ring with the Nato 
_ The same paper published a poem, titled 
“Farewell to Serbia”, paraphrasing a legendary 
poem about the battle of Kosovo in 1839, in 

which a Serbian duke presented the head of 
another Serbian duke (meaning Milosevic) to the 

_ Sultan (meaning the USA). 

analyses Milosevic’s downfall as merely the 
latest in a long series of betrayals: “The traitors 
of the Soviet government have reunified 
Germany, they have overthrown Ceausescu, they 
have handed over eastern Europe to the US, 
they have sliced up the Russian people in order 

' to weaken them and they have destroyed Russia 
‘to the sounds of the fascist hymns of the 

- Muslim Brotherhood... The only one who fought 
_these enemies was Milosevic.” 

_ For their part, Zhirinovsky and his Liberal 

_ Democratic Party of Russia (LDPR) organised a 

_ rally of solidarity with Milosevic in Moscow. 










_ him rant and rave against the West and the 
Americans. 

ain slogan of the gathering was 

ms and Slavs are brothers, Serbia is the 

These words express fairly 

opolitical vision of the LDPR: 

hat feels itself attacked by 

hooks itself onto 

re rotten and 
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AUSTRIA 


Rewriting history 
From Karl Pfeifer in Vienna 


AUSTRIAN CHANCELLOR Wolfgang Schiissel has again 
tried to distance Austria from its past by claiming that 
the Austrians were the first victims of the Nazis. 

“The sovereign state of Austria was literally the first 
victim of the Nazi regime ... It took Austria by force,” 
claimed Schiissel in an interview with the Jerusalem Post 
on 10 November. He acknowledged that Austrians have 
“a moral responsibility” for their past. 

This clapped out “first victim” mythology is not just an 
historical question, it is actively used today to legitimise 
the presence of the right-wing extremist Freedom Party 
in Schiissel’s government. The record is easily set 
straight because not a single shot was fired in anger at 
the “invading” Nazi Wehrmacht in 1938. 

Soon afterwards, Hitler issued orders to fire anyone in 
the Austrian Army who was unwilling to swear alle- 
giance to him. Out of 50,000 soldiers, NCOs and officers 
only 126 men - 123 of whom were of Jewish descent — 
refused to take the oath. The result was that the Austrian 
Army was integrated within 48 hours, lock, stock and 
barrel, into the German Army. 

If Austrians were the first victims of the Nazis, then the 
Jews were the first and last victims of the first victims, 
which is, of course, absurd. On 11 March 1938, tens of 
thousands of Viennese took to the streets bellowing 
“Down with the Jews! Heil Hitler!” 

Hours after hour, they dragged passengers from taxi- 
cabs, plundered homes, and clubbed and beat hundreds 
of Jews. Thousands of Viennese participated in this mob 
rampage. For weeks, gangs of Austrians roamed the city’s 
streets, desecrating synagogues, looting department 
stores and raiding apartments. 

Mobile squads of Nazi storm troopers robbed, beat, 
and killed Jews at random. Surrounded by cheering 
crowds, they dragged Jewish families from their homes, 
“put scrubbing-brushes in their hands, splashed them 
with acid and made them go down on their knees and 
scrub [the pavements] for hours”. 

In Vienna, where Hitler acquired the “granite founda- 
tion” of his thought, foreign observers — and even 
German officials - were shocked at the antisemitic 
frenzy of these “first victims”, which continued through- 
out the summer of 1938, accelerated rapidly in October 
and culminated in the massive devastation of 
Kristallnacht on 9 November. 

On that evening in Vienna alone, 42 synagogues were 
burned, 4,038 Jewish shops were looted and 7,800 people 
were taken into custody, of whom at least 27 were mur- 
dered, 88 severely injured and 680 committed suicide. 

Some months after the Anschluss, an SS correspon- 
dent wrote admiringly in Das Schwarze Korps: “The 
Viennese have managed to do overnight what we have 
failed to achieve in the slow-moving, ponderous north up 
to this day. In Austria a boycott of the Jews does not need 
organising — the people themselves have initiated it.” 

The systematic robbing of the Jews was called the 
“Vienna system’. A leading article in the Nazi Vélkischer 
Beobachter on 26 April 1938 spelled out the real meaning 
of this phrase: “By 1942 the Jewish element in Vienna will 
have to have been wiped out and made to disappear. No 
shop, no business will be allowed, by that time, to be under 
Jewish management, no Jew will find an opportunity any- 
where to earn money, and with the exception of those 
streets where old Jews and Jewesses are spending their 
money — the export of which is prohibited — while they wait 
for death, there must be no sign of Jews in the city. 
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“No one who knows Viennese opinion regarding the 
Jewish Question will be surprised that the four years in 
which the economic death sentence on the Jews is to be 
carried out seems much too long. The Viennese wonders 
at all the trouble [the authorities] are prepared to take, at 
the scrupulous care devoted to the protection and main- 
tenance of Jewish property. After all, he thinks, it is all 
perfectly simple: the Jew must go but his cash stays 
here.” 

In Austria, much more than in Germany, antisemitism 
functioned as an integrating element for the Nazi dicta- 
torship. It was the irresistible chord that attracted mil- 
lions of ordinary people to the siren song of Hitlerism. 
Elimination of the Jews bolstered the regime’s popularity 
because it satisfied the social, economic and psycholog- 
ical needs of broad strata of the population. 

The process made housing available to both specula- 
tors and the poor; it opened up opportunities in the 
professions and business; it reinforced self esteem 
and ethnic identity within Hitler's much vaunted 
Volksgemeinschaft (national community). As late as 
February 1945, Austrians killed almost 200 Hungarian 
Jews in Rechnitz Burgenland. Their graves have never 
been found and their murderers have never been pun- 
ished. 

The Catholic bishop of St Pélten, who writes in Neue 
Kronenzeitung under the pen name “Christianus”, 
recently praised Austrians who fought in the 
Wehrmacht for the “just defence of our country” and 
“whose bodies lie far away”. According to him, Austrians 
fighting in Stalingrad or in Libya were defending their 
country! 

The Catholic theologian Robert Prantner is no better, 
writing in the far-right weekly Zur Zeit on 10 November 
about “the bloody Second World War, in which the 
majority of the believers tried to defend themselves 
from godless Bolshevism’. 

The representatives of the “first victims of Nazism” 
have always had a distinct preference for those who 
fought against “godless Bolshevism”: “The Federal 
Government will work for fair solutions to the question 
of all persons compelled to perform forced labour dur- 
ing the Second World War, of Austrian prisoners-of-war 
and of the German-speaking populations expelled to 
Austria as a result of the Benes decrees and the Avnoj 
regulations.” Thus, the likes of Schiissel fully accept the 
revisionist views of the SS apologist Jérg Haider, who 
sees no difference between the fate of the victims of 
Nazism and the perpetrators of the crimes. 

The Austrian government has proposed in its draft 
budget for 2001 to pay an additional pension to those 
Austrians who were POWs in eastern Europe between 
the end of the war and 1955. Those, including Waffen SS 
men and members of Adolf Eichmann’s staff, who were 
POWS after 30 April 1949 were awarded huge compensa- 
tion in 1958. Josef Weiszl, for example, who was directly 
involved in persecutions in Vienna, Prague, Paris and 
Lyon and who was sentenced to life imprisonment in 
France, was pardoned in 1955 and paid compensation. 

It was a different story for those Austrians who 
escaped from Austrian fascism of 1934 to 1938 or from 
Nazi rule in Austria and were arrested outside Austria — 
for instance, members of the armed Schutzbund who 
fought Austrian fascism in 1934, escaped to the Soviet 
Union and were arrested there. They got nothing then 
and will get nothing this time. 

Schiissel’s declaration is a revival of the big lie of mod- 
ern Austrian history. It shows how much he has been 
“Haiderised”. Inside Austria he does everything to pacify 
Haider and his friends. At the same time he speaks about 
Austria's “moral responsibility” in order to clean up the 
country’s image abroad. 

Schiissel knows that without the assistance of Haider 
and the Freedom Party he cannot remain Chancellor for 
a single day, but for the sake of his boyhood dream he is 
ready to tolerate the relentless erosion of democracy. 


: 


Haidergate in Austria 
By Karl Pfeifer and Graeme Atkinson 


Jérg Haider, leader of the right-wing extremist Freedom 
Party (FPO), is locked in a fight for his political life after 
becoming embroiled in a massive scandal, over thefts 
from the national police computer, which has left his 
party reeling. 

It has been an open secret for years that Haider and 
other FPO leaders have used stolen police files against 
opponents but now prosecutors in Vienna have opened 
formal investigations against 61 people, including 
Haider, Justice Minister Dieter BOhmdorfer and a num- 
ber of FPO officials. 

All are suspected of subverting the police and using 
informants in the force to dig up dirt on anyone chal- 
lenging their rise to power. The moves followed a series 
of dramatic revelations in early October in a new book 
by Josef Kleindienst, former head of the police trade 
union affiliated to the FPO. 

Kleindienst has admitted he rifled the police com- 
puter system, stealing files and classified information 
and passing them on to the party. The information, 
obtained this way since 1990, was used by the FPO to 
discredit opponents in trials, at news conferences and in 
public debates. 

Kleindienst and other police officials received pay- 
ments for their services but the source of the money is 
not yet known. Ten have been suspended including, at 
one stage, Haider's chief bodyguard, Horst Binder. 
Kleindienst has admitted dereliction of duty but could 
still face criminal charges. 

Haider, who now has no immunity from prosecution, 
has been questioned by police about the spying allega- 
tions and documents found at Binder’s home. The usu- 
ally voluble FPO boss refused to comment, other than 
saying that the documents had been “manipulated”. 

Slandering critics has long been a favoured FPO tactic 
and was mentioned in the European Union's “three wise 
men” report on Austria. When slander failed, libel 
actions often followed. At one such trial, B6hmdorfer 
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used material from the central police computer, which 
holds personal details of every Austrian, presenting typ- 
ical police photographs of a person from three angles. 
He claims he believed they were passport photographs. 

Haider has seemingly decided that attack is the best 
way to rescue his tarnished image and has accused the 
“ted brothers” of inventing the whole story, telling the 
media that the scandal sprang “from the sick minds of 
journalists. We shall create order in the spy state built by 
the Reds,” he vowed. 

Threats from Haider and his cronies to leave the coali- 
tion because of the scandal resulted in a meeting of gov- 
ernment leaders from the conservative Austrian People’s 
Party and the FPO at a wine restaurant at which they 
assured each other that they were like Siamese twins. 
Wolfgang Schiissel cannot stay as Chancellor without 
Haider’s support and the FPO would lose a large number 
of votes if it provoked elections before the end of the 
government's four-year term. 

The poor results in Styria on 15 October, where the 
FPO vote slumped heavily from 17% to 12.7%, have 
forced the FPO to revert to type. Speaking to an audience 
of 2,000 in Vienna's city hall at the start of the campaign 
for next March’s local elections, Haider used his custom- 
ary rabble-rousing tone to demand a total halt to immi- 
gration, calling for the “elimination” of all illegal immi- 
grants living in Austria. 

“There are far too many illegal immigrants, crimes 
and drug dealers — none of them have a place here in 
Austria. This has to be our priority, to eliminate them 
uncompromisingly,” he declared. He also called for a 
ban on all anti-government demonstrations, adding: 
“Since I've taken office in Carinthia, no left-winger has 
dared to demonstrate there any more”. 

Outside the city hall, FPO supporters clashed with 
anti-Haider demonstrators. Two members of the 
Socialist Party's youth movement were treated in hospi- 
tal. Their attackers were arrested. Nazi skinheads 
involved in the clashes are reported to have shouted: 
“What Haider can't do, we'll carry out on his behalf” and 
“Inside they're talking, outside we'll get down to busi- 
ness”. The Socialist youth organisation may sue Haider 
for incitement. 





Klagenfurt = 
28 October 2000 


Over 3,500 
people took to 
the streets of 
Klagenfurt, 
southern Austria, 
to protest against 
Jorg Haider and 
his far-right 
Freedom Party 
reports Clare 
Dissington. Old 
and young, trade 
unionists and 
international 
delegations 
marched together 
in the heart of 
Carinthia where 
Haider is state 
Governor and 
gets 40 per cent 
of the vote. 
Haider had 
boasted that 
since he had 
taken office no 
left-wingers had 
dared to protest 
against him. This 
quotation 
appeared on 
many of the 
placards of the 
protesters, who 
marched right 
past Haider's 
headquarters. 

In October Haider 
mobilised a 
demonstration of 
15,000 in 
Klagenfurt under 
the slogan of the 
SS “Unsere Ehre 
heisst Treue” (Our 
honour is loyalty). 
Now local people 
are gaining 
confidence to 
organise against 
the FPO. 

The protesters 
listened to 
speakers from 
SOS Racism in 
France, 
Rifondazione 
Comunista in 
Italy, SOS 
Mitmensch from 
Austria and the 
Anti Nazi League 
from Britain. 
Kiagenfurt was 
inspirational and 
one local speaker 
said: “This is only 
the beginning. It 
may be the first 
demonstration 
but it will be the 
first of many’. 





Searchlight November 2000 3 
























Germany marks Kristallnacht 
By Graeme Atkinson 


OVER 200,000 people demonstrated against racism, 
antisemitism and right-wing extremism in Berlin on 9 
November, anniversary of the infamous Nazi 
Kristallnacht pogrom in 1938. 

Chancellor Gerhard Schréder led the rally, titled 
“Standing up for decency”, and joined Jewish leaders in 
laying wreaths at Berlin’s central synagogue. It received 
the support of all Germany’s parliamentary parties. 

President Johannes Rau told the gathering: 
“Foreigners, handicapped people and the homeless 
have been chased through the streets, injured and 
beaten to death by young German men. That is a shame 
for our country.” 

Paul Spiegel, leader of the Central Council of German 
Jews, denounced the conservative Christian Democratic 
Union for making immigration a key issue in the run-up 
to forthcoming elections and for touting for the racist 
vote by demanding that foreigners accept German 
“defining culture”. Asking the rally “Do you one day want 
to be ruled by skinheads?” Spiegel questioned whether it 
was the “defining culture in Germany to hunt down for- 
eigners, burn synagogues and murder the homeless”. 

The Berlin event was paralleled by protests against 
racism in Aachen, Essen and Diisseldorf, where a few 
days earlier 25,000 had turned out against a march by 
250 nazis. But on 4 November in Berlin, 1,200 supporters 
of the nazi Nationaldemokratische Partei Deutschlands 
(NPD) marched, protected by 1,800 police, along the his- 
toric Unter den Linden against the threat of a ban on 
their party. 

Only 1,500 anti-fascists came out to oppose the nazis 
by building barricades, blocking their path and bom- 
barding them with eggs and bottles. After a number of 
clashes, the NPD rally was terminated “for reasons of 
safety” and the nazis were escorted out of the city in spe- 
cial trains. 

In recent weeks, the NPD has intensified its activities 
against a possible ban, driven by the 60 independent, 
militant nazi Kameradschaften that are closely linked 
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with the party. In October, Kameradschaften activists 
took over the NPD leadership in Schleswig-Holstein. 

Schréder’s Cabinet finally approved plans, on 8 
November, to apply for a ban on the 7,000-strong NPD in 
the German constitutional court in Karlsruhe. But the 
result is by no means certain and a ban could take as 
long as three years to enact. Some of Germany’s 17 states 
have withdrawn their support for the move because, 
they claim, the secret service evidence, presented in a 
500-page report, is inadequate and has even been 
described as “slovenly”. 

Ongoing talk of outlawing the NPD has not caused the 
tide of racist and antisemitic criminality to recede. 
Official statistics recorded 291 antisemitic crimes 
between June and September compared to 146 in the 
same period last year and 157 in the previous quarter. 
Racist crimes also rose in August and September: 403 
and 257 respectively, compared with 127 and 91 last 
year. These figures, however, are incomplete. 

Between January and June this year, the authorities 
logged 3,712 right-wing extremist offences, according to 
figures released in November. The degree of far-right 
criminality was confirmed with the revelation that in 
1998 — the latest year for which figures are available — no 
fewer than 2,177 fascists were convicted for criminal 
offences. And the NPD will have found little comfort in 
the disclosure that 350 party members are currently 
under police investigation for law-breaking. 

Despite this evidence, German justice remains as 
inconsistent as ever. Last month, in Guben, a gang of 11 
nazi youths appeared in court for the verdict in a 17- 
month trial for the manslaughter of Omar Ben Noui, an 
Algerian refugee, in February 1999. 

The gang had hunted their victim, forcing him to leap 
through the glass door of a block of flats in a bid to 
escape. Ben Noui’s arteries were slashed, causing him to 
bleed to death. 

Eight of his attackers were convicted on 13 November 
but only three were jailed for derisory spells. The others 
were put on probation. During the trial, the accused 
nazis grinned and joked in the courtroom while outside 
one of their number wrecked a memorial to Ben Noui 
and another beat up a refugee. 


From the archives 
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erecta ear! err Reviving Nazism 


A member of the 
Verfassungsschutz — the state 
body charged with protecting 
the German constitution — has 
been charged with four others 
in Braunschweig with trying to 
revive the Nazi party and plan- 
ning violent attacks on Jews 
and others in Hanover. 

The leader of the group has 
been named as Paul Otte who 
is alleged to have obtained 
material for making explosive 
devices from contacts in 
Switzerland in 1977. Charged 
with him are Volker Heidel 
who joined Otte after finding 
the NPD “too tame”, Oliver 
Schreiber, Wolfgang Sachse 
and Hans-Dieter Lepzien who was a member of the NPD while working for 
the Verfassungsschutz. 

Police allege that the group was behind bomb attacks in November 1977 
on the Attorney’s office in Flensburg and on the courts in Hanover a week 
later. The explosives were obtained from Switzerland by Otte and Lepzien, the 
bombs were constructed by Sachse and laid by Heidel and Screiber. Otte, 
now 56 and a member of the NPD, was a member of the Hitler Youth. 
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Nicer The US nazi White Aryan 
MANCHESTER's | Resistance movement (WAR) 
"|pnazi suffered a devastating blow 
a gclgaldamiad last month with the conviction 
of its leader, Tom Metzger, and 
his bonehead leader son, 
John, for the racist murder of 
an Ethiopean. 

The jury in the case award- 
ed $12.5 (£6.26million) 
damages against the 
Metzgers and two others 
involved in the killing. 

The latest conviction is the 
second blow delivered to 
racist extremists in the USA in 
the last three years. In 1987 
the Southern Poverty Law 
Centre — which brought the prosecution against the Metzgers — successfully 
sued the United Klans of America after a racist killing. 

Anti-racists now hope that the Metzger verdict will bankrupt WAR as did 
the case against the United Klans of America. Tom Metzger has claimed that 
his personal assets are worth less than $100,000 but researchers say that 
his house alone is worth four times that amount. 
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PLUS MR EVIL — The Secret Life of Racist Pub 
Bomber David Copeland WORTH £14.99 FREE! 
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subscribers, we are able to give you a free copy of Mr Evil - The 
Secret Life of Racist Pub Bomber David Copeland by Graeme 
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Read the book the authorities would prefer had not been 
written. Drawn from Copeland's startling police confession, 
psychiatric reports, family interviews and correspondence 
between him and the authors while he was in Broadmoor 
awaiting trial, this sensational book reveals the story behind 
the bombing campaign. Was Copeland really acting alone? How 
can such wanton terror possibly be avoided? What blame can 
be laid at the feet of those who led the nazi groups Copeland 
joined? And how many more Copelands are out there? 


Mr Evil is £14.99 in the shops. Your copy won’t cost you a 
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Is it something that we said? 


Time to search out the positives as well as the negatives in 
following England argues Mark Perryman. 


be ATCHING A football match during a 
Nuremberg Rally” is how a recent discus- 
sion paper from the Home Office’s 

Working Group on Football Disorder described follow- 

ing England. The stiff-arm salutes. “No Surrender” 


always painful. But to write off anybody who carries the 
cross of St George to foreign stadia in the search for 
three points and ending 34 trophyless years is neither 
truthful nor helpful. The racists are a minority, the anti- 
racists likewise. for the vast maiority of fane the calaur 


The English disease? Not so easil 
up England’s rather obvious racist 
rest of us to get off lightly. The att 
huge swathe of fans at Wembley jo 
Up if You Won the War” during F 
against Germany cannot simply | 
string pulling antics of a few thugs 
about a national identity that has | 
sion that it can hardly dare to 
Englishness. Not by the political | 
police of the leader writers’ imagin 
trash The Parekh Report on Multi F 
by the enduring confusion of Britai 
devolution of Scotland and Wales, : 
faltering peace process in Nort 
ensured that the England question 
where does the flag of England fly 
bers? At international football, of c 

It hasn’t always been this wi 
recently the stands were full of Uni 
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